Exhibit D: Appendix of Relevant Laws and Regulations Supporting Objection Points
This appendix provides excerpts from key federal and state laws, regulations, policies, and case law supporting the objection’s points on access to private inholdings, fire risk mitigation (including liability), roadless area adjustments ensuring no loss of pre-existing access rights, prescribed burn coordination, watershed health, and infrastructure. Each entry includes the citation, relevance, and excerpt.
1. Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA), Section 1323 (16 U.S.C. § 3210) – Supporting Access to Inholdings 
· Relevance: Mandates “adequate and feasible” access to private inholdings, overriding roadless or wilderness restrictions to ensure reasonable use and enjoyment, supporting trail access or boundary adjustments for Triangle Lake properties.
· Excerpt: “(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, and subject to such terms and conditions as the Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe, the Secretary shall provide such access to nonfederally owned land within the boundaries of the National Forest System as the Secretary deems adequate to secure to the owner the reasonable use and enjoyment thereof: Provided, That such owner comply with rules and regulations applicable to ingress and egress to or from the National Forest System.”
2. National Forest Management Act (NFMA), 16 U.S.C. § 1604 – Supporting Balanced Multiple Uses and Roadless Adjustments 
· Relevance: Requires Forest Plans to balance uses (recreation, watershed, wildfire), allowing amendments for roadless boundaries to enable access while protecting resources, ensuring designations like Greenstone Lake East don’t block pre-existing access rights.
· Excerpt: “(e) In developing, maintaining, and revising plans for units of the National Forest System pursuant to this section, the Secretary shall assure that such plans—(1) provide for multiple use and sustained yield of the products and services obtained therefrom in accordance with the Multiple-Use Sustained-Yield Act of 1960, and, in particular, include coordination of outdoor recreation, range, timber, watershed, wildlife and fish, and wilderness…”
3. National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332 – Supporting Analysis of Alternatives for Fire Mitigation and Access 
· Relevance: Mandates analysis of alternatives, including access improvements for wildfire risks, which Alternative 2 fails to do, violating requirements to consider landowner needs.
· Excerpt: “(C) include in every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation and other major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human environment, a detailed statement by the responsible official on—(i) the environmental impact of the proposed action; (ii) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implemented; (iii) alternatives to the proposed action…”
4. Roadless Area Conservation Rule (RACR), 36 CFR § 294.12 – Supporting Exceptions for Access and Adjustments 
· Relevance: Allows exceptions for inholding access or public safety (e.g., fire threats), supporting boundary adjustments in Greenstone Lake East and ensuring roadless rules don’t cut off access rights.
· Excerpt: “(b) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section, a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an inventoried roadless area if the Responsible Official determines that one of the following circumstances exists: …(2) A road is needed to protect public health and safety in cases of an imminent threat of flood, fire, or other catastrophic event that, without intervention, would cause the loss of life or property…”
5. Healthy Forests Restoration Act (HFRA), 16 U.S.C. § 6501 et seq. – Supporting Wildfire Mitigation in WUI 
· Relevance: Promotes fuel reduction in WUI, supporting access for private mitigation to prevent fire spread to public lands, reducing liability.
· Excerpt: “Sec. 102. Authorized Hazardous Fuel Reduction Projects (a) Authorized Projects.—As soon as practicable after the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall implement authorized hazardous fuel reduction projects… (1) on Federal land in wildland-urban interface areas… to reduce the risk of wildfire to communities and municipal water supplies.”
6. Minnesota Statutes § 88.16 – Supporting Liability Defenses for Restricted Mitigation 
· Relevance: Outlines fire prevention duties but allows defenses if federal restrictions prevent compliance, absolving landowners of liability for fire spread.
· Excerpt: “Subdivision 1. Every person who willfully or negligently allows fire to escape… shall be liable for all damages caused thereby and all expenses incurred in extinguishing the fire… Subd. 2. No person shall be liable under this section if the fire is caused by an act of God or if the person proves that all reasonable precautions were taken to prevent the escape of fire.”
7. Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA), 43 U.S.C. § 1701 – Supporting Watershed Health and Multiple Uses 
· Relevance: Requires public land management to protect watersheds and balance uses, supporting access for sewage maintenance to prevent BWCA pollution.
· Excerpt: “(a) The public lands shall be managed in a manner that will protect the quality of scientific, scenic, historical, ecological, environmental, air and atmospheric, water resource, and archeological values; that, where appropriate, will preserve and protect certain public lands in their natural condition…”
8. Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness Act (BWCAWA), Public Law 95-495 (1978) – Supporting Wilderness Buffers and Adjacent Access 
· Relevance: Protects BWCA but allows buffers in adjacent roadless areas for access and mitigation, supporting boundary adjustments to maintain wilderness integrity while enabling inholding access, ensuring designations don’t block landowners.
· Excerpt: “The purpose of this Act is to provide for such management of the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness… as will utilize other available opportunities for such additional wilderness-oriented recreational and educational uses as may be compatible with the wilderness objective… and to minimize other adverse impacts on natural values or on private inholdings.”
9. Multiple-Use Sustained-Yield Act of 1960 (16 U.S.C. § 528 et seq.) – Supporting Balanced Forest Uses 
· Relevance: Mandates multiple uses (recreation, watershed, fire management) in national forests, supporting access improvements for fire mitigation and public benefits like trails, ensuring roadless rules don't override balanced management.
· Excerpt: “It is the policy of the Congress that the national forests are established and shall be administered for outdoor recreation, range, timber, watershed, and wildlife and fish purposes. The purposes set forth in this subchapter are declared to be supplemental to, but not in derogation of, the purposes for which the national forests were established as set forth in section 475 of this title. Nothing in this section shall be construed as affecting the jurisdiction or responsibilities of the several States with respect to wildlife and fish in the national forests. Nothing in this section shall be construed so as to affect the use or administration of the mineral resources of national forest lands or to affect the use or administration of Federal lands not within national forests.”
10. Wilderness Act of 1964 (16 U.S.C. § 1131 et seq.) – Supporting Wilderness Protections with Exceptions 
· Relevance:  While the Wilderness Act prioritizes preserving areas as untrammeled, it allows exceptions for necessary activities, such as access to private inholdings or measures to protect public safety (e.g., fire mitigation), particularly in adjacent roadless areas like Greenstone Lake East. This supports your request for a trail or boundary adjustment to ensure safe access to Triangle Lake properties for fire management and watershed maintenance, consistent with historical trails (pre-2004) and the North Country National Scenic Trail (NCNST) precedent (Final EA, Page 19). Combined with ANILCA’s mandate for “adequate and feasible” access (16 U.S.C. § 3210), the Act ensures roadless designations do not block necessary access for inholding owners. 
·   Excerpt: “(d) The following special provisions are hereby made: (1) Within wilderness areas designated by this chapter the use of aircraft or motorboats, where these uses have already become established, may be permitted to continue subject to such restrictions as the Secretary of Agriculture deems desirable. In addition, such measures may be taken as may be necessary in the control of fire, insects, and diseases, subject to such conditions as the Secretary deems desirable.” (16 U.S.C. § 1133(d)(1))defines wilderness but allows administrative exceptions for access and safety in adjacent areas, supporting NCNST precedent and roadless adjustments near BWCA.
11. Weeks Act of 1911 (16 U.S.C. § 515 et seq.) – Supporting Watershed and Fire Protection 
· Relevance: Authorizes cooperation for protection from fire of forested watersheds, supporting access for mitigation to protect Superior National Forest watersheds.
· Excerpt: “The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized… to cooperate with any State or group of States in the protection from fire of the forested watersheds of navigable streams…”
12. Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act (16 U.S.C. § 2101 et seq.) – Supporting Fire Cooperation with Private Landowners 
· Relevance: Promotes federal-state-private cooperation for wildfire prevention, supporting access for joint mitigation to reduce risks to public lands.
· Excerpt: “The Secretary is authorized to provide financial, technical, and related assistance to State foresters… for the prevention and control of rural fires in rural areas and rural communities…”
13. Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. § 1251 et seq.) – Supporting Watershed Health Protection 
· Relevance: Requires protection of water quality, supporting access for sewage maintenance to prevent pollution from Triangle Lake into BWCA.
· Excerpt: “(a) The objective of this chapter is to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the Nation’s waters… (7) it is the national policy that programs for the control of nonpoint sources of pollution be developed and implemented…”
14. Protection of Timber from Fire (16 U.S.C. § 594) – Supporting Federal Liability Defenses 
· Relevance: Allows the FS to recover firefighting costs for negligently caused fires, but landowners may avoid liability if FS restrictions (e.g., access denial) prevent reasonable mitigation, supporting your argument that denying access could absolve landowners federally.
· Excerpt: “The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to protect from fire the timber on lands under his jurisdiction, and to recover the cost thereof from any person who shall knowingly or negligently permit or cause a fire to spread to such lands…”
15. Federal Tort Claims Act (FTCA), 28 U.S.C. § 1346(b) – Supporting Federal Liability Defenses 
· Relevance: Permits claims against the FS if their negligence (e.g., denying access, increasing fire risk) causes damage, allowing landowners to argue FS restrictions absolve liability for fire spread.
· Excerpt: “The United States shall be liable… for money damages… for injury or loss of property… caused by the negligent or wrongful act or omission of any employee of the Government while acting within the scope of his office or employment…”
16. United States v. Jenks, 22 F.3d 1513 (10th Cir. 1994) – Supporting Pre-Existing Access Rights 
· Relevance: Affirms that inholding owners retain access rights under ANILCA, even in restricted areas, if historical use or necessity (e.g., safety) is shown, supporting your historical trails in Greenstone Lake East.
· Excerpt: “ANILCA guarantees access to inholdings… The Forest Service may impose reasonable conditions, but it cannot deny access outright where historical use or statutory rights exist.”
17. Montana Wilderness Ass’n v. United States Forest Service, 496 F. Supp. 880 (D. Mont. 1980) – Supporting Pre-Existing Access Rights 
· Relevance: Rules that roadless restrictions cannot override pre-existing access rights or statutory mandates like ANILCA, supporting your claim to restore historical trail access.
· Excerpt: “The Forest Service cannot use roadless designations to eliminate access rights… where such rights predate the designation or are necessary under statutory provisions.”
18. United States v. Sierra Pacific Industries (2012) – Supporting Liability Defenses 
· Relevance: Reduced liability where external factors (e.g., government actions) contributed to fire spread, supporting that FS restrictions on mitigation could absolve landowners federally.
· Excerpt: “The court reduced liability where negligence required clear evidence of failure to act reasonably, and external factors mitigated fault.”
19. Anderson v. United States, 55 F.3d 1379 (9th Cir. 1995) – Supporting Federal Liability Defenses 
· Relevance: Allowed counterclaims against the FS under FTCA if their negligence in fire management contributed to damage, supporting absolving landowners if FS denial of access prevents mitigation.
· Excerpt: “Government negligence in fire management reduced liability claims against private parties, as restrictions limited reasonable actions.”

