The Ecology Center


801 Sherwood, Suite B


Missoula, MT 59802


(406) 728-5733





									March 31, 1999





Dave Garber c/o Jim Devitt


Gallatin National Forest


P.O. Box 130


Bozeman, MT 59771





Dear Mr. Devitt,





	I am writing regarding proposed Forest Plan amendment regarding the Gallatin Land Consolidation Act of 1998.  I am writing these comments on behalf of the Ecology Center, a non-profit dedicated to protecting the biological diversity of the Northern Rockies Region.  





	The purpose and need for the land exchange was to consolidate land ownership for both the Forest Service and Big Sky Lumber.  This exchange allowed the Forest Service to acquire some valuable lands, though it meant giving away some truly unique pieces also.  In addition, the lands acquired by Big Sky Lumber are currently either being logged, subdivided, developed or fashioned with ski area equipment.  The land this newly privatized land will never be the same, and will have significant cumulative effects upon the whole area now and far into the future.  These include, increased traffic on roads, increased people in the backcountry, increased logging pressures, and increased encroachment on wildlife habitat.  





	The extensive management activities taking place on Big Sky Lumber’s newly acquired land will and has resulted in environmental damages, and threats to sensitive ecosystems.  With this in mind, it seems critical to us that the Forest Service should place the protection of the land acquired in the exchange as a priority.  The acquired lands should be managed in a way that adds no new negative cumulative effects to the area, meaning it should be managed as wilderness area, or an inventoried roadless area.  This type of management status would to a step to ensuring that the environmental impacts from the land exchange would be limited to impacts created by Big Sky Lumber.    





	I realize that one of the main motivations behind involvement in a land exchange is to acquire lands for wildlife habitat.  Often times, the underlying desire is to acquire timberland though, and create revenue from the timber sales.  The Ecology Center strongly urges you to leave the acquired areas alone.  We are all aware of the fact that much of the land requires extensive restoration work, due to the private corporation’s land management practices.  In the Legislative EIS put together for the land exchange, there is a list of the proposed restoration projects, and their costs.  I can not recall the projected cost, but I remember it being fairly substantial.  I urge you to seriously think about the current condition of these lands, and if they can stand to be further degrade by the Forest Service.





	In addition, I realize that the land surrounding the acquired lands is not all being managed as a wilderness or roadless area.  As a result, I am sure it is your inclination to give the acquired pieces the same management designation as adjacent lands, in order to maintain simplicity.  Though this may be the easiest action, the long-term impacts from this could be devastating.  The Gallatin National Forest has a major opportunity right now to take these acquired lands and protect a significant chunk of lands for the future.  Protection of this type is badly needed, in an area that is feeling major development pressure, and logging.  This area needs to have a small part protected, in order to ensure the future generations will have anything left.





	Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on this amendment.  Please keep the Ecology Center on the mailing list for this project.





Sincerely, 








Deborah Kmon


Ecosystem Defense


   


      


