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From: Bonnie Weaver [bweaver@northerntel.net] 

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2008 8:01 AM 

To: Heisel, Leanne 

Subject: response to wldfires 

Thanks for the opportunity to respond to wildfires in Montana. The last 10 years have resulted in 
devastating wildfires in almost all the western states. Whether this is a result of cyclical warming or 
more serious global warming will always remain a debate issue. 
The here and now problems are what we need to deal with. 
It has been my observations in the Glacier National Park area, Kalispel area and Blackfeet Reservation 
area and Choteau area that wildfires has been seriously mishandled. 
First responders in these areas are generally tactical response teams from Forest Service, Park Service, 
or other forest services entities too many to list. This result is a horrific bottleneck of bureaucratic 
politics that strangles their ability to deal with immediate threats. 
With Missoula as the headquarters most fires have a headstart and firefighters are behind the 8 ball 
before Missoula can respond. When you live in an area with possibility and more likely a probability of 
up to 80 mile an hour southwest winds, less than 5 percent humidity and 90 degree temperatures you 
best have your plan in place. It costs less than $1 00,000 to fight a one acre fire and millions to fight a 
500 acre fire. 
Montana needs to have a tactical team in place including a local oficial in each county to respond 
within minutes to hours, not days. This plan must include helicopters or retardant planes that can 
respond to a crisis immediately. Quite frankly, I would hold more confidence in an official living in the 
area than a Type 1 commander from Tennessee or other state that is not familiar with the area. 
I know for a fact that the Forest Service can put out a less than acre fire if there is firefighting equipment 
in the area. That is exactly what happened this past summer when there were already 88 fires burning in 
the state. 
I realize that helicopters and retardant planes are expensive but cannot see where that cost could 
compare to the billions that have been spent to suppress fires. 
Maybe Montana needs to support a firefighting team from the private sector and pay them a bonus for 
each fire that is put out. I know I am going to hear, (but that is Forest Service Land or Park Service or 
National Forest) but guess what folks, the bottom line is that this is our State, these are our lands and 
those folks are getting paid from my taxes! 
I also know that I am going to hear "Forest fires are a natural part of ecology" and I do not disagree. I 
only know that here, now, today we have to start reversing the current situation. Fires have burned so 
much green space that cools the earth, warmed so many streams that flow to oceans and watersheds, put 
so much pollution and carbon in the air that it is my personal belief that forest fires are a greater cause of 
global warming than any other reason. 
Again, thanks for the opportunity to respond. There is big money in firefighting, but the cost to quality 
of life, living with ash and carbon each summer is devastating. Suppression is another term for Let it 
Burn. Do not be fooled by this terminology. 
Bonnie Weaver 20 Luedtke Rd Cut Bank, Montana 59427 bweaver@northerntel.net 
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Heisel, Leanne 
.------.--.. 

From: Tom Burnett [burnett.tom@gmail.com] 

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2008 8:31 AM 

To: Heisel, Leanne 

Subject: comments on fire fighting 

Greetings Mr. Cobb, Leanne Heisel and others on the Fire Suppression Interim Committee: 
Here are some comments on wildfires in Montana. 

Why did an agency head who makes over $100,000 per year, and whose husband also has a fine income, 
get $2,500 in Department brush clearing services on their private property? Subsidies to the rich are not 
approved. The brush clearing program needs looking into by LAD. 

Why protect timber that can't even be cut? Only protect resources with value. 

Let private property owners buy insurance from fire losses, and contract with private companies to drop 
retardant in the event of a blaze. They can subscribe to the service. The public should not pay to keep 
them safe. By so doing we are subsidizing development in the Wildland Interface as it is called. Let the 
owner and their insurance company evaluate the risk. Premiums will be based accordingly. The public 
will be out of the game. 

Most of the damage from the fires I drove past this summer, and walked through, was superficial, not 
@ the catastrophe the media images make them out to be. The mega complex up by Missoula was not so 

bad. I waled the banks of Rock Creek. Big trees were .fine. Its recovery will be swift. Very litte danger of 
erosion silting up the Creek. Let most fires burn. Let property owners take responsibility for their own 
protection.Most grasslands have so little value as to be unnecessary to fight, when on fire. 

Most of the millions of dollars of tax h d s  that are spent fighting forest and grass fires are wasted. It's 
not the public's responsibility! If the Forest Service has assets to protect, let them protect them and pay. 
Same for BIA and BLM. Same for private lands. The only lands state taxpayers should protect are State 
Lands, and only to the extent that income from them, or long-term value is in jeopardy. 

Thanks for taking my opinion into account. 
-- 
Tom Burnett 
406-582-0870 (h) 
406-539-7075 (c) 
4143 Rain Roper Dr. 
Bozeman, MT 597 15 
Candidate for Montana Legislature 
"Keep the Montana Dream Alive! " 



Heisel. Leanne 

Subject: 

pstrazdas [pstrazdas@imt.net] 
Thursday, January 10,2008 9:30 AM 
Heisel, Leanne 
fire mgt. comments 

Dear Ms. Heisel: 

A few comments for the Fire Suppression Interim Committee's consideration: 

* Thinning and prescribed burning to reduce fuels should be a priority. 
* Logging should be conducted with the goal of leaving a regenerating and fire resistant 
stand. 
* There should be an effort to educate people living in the forests RE: 
establishing defensible space around their homes. 
* As per established policy, new fire starts should be attacked aggressively in those 
areas that are designated for fire suppression. 
* There should be an established threshold of fire size beyond which, except for 
protection of established communities, suppression resources are removed. The large 
project fires consume a great deal of money in an effort to control a force that is beyond 
containment by fire lines. Fall rains and snow are generally needed stop these. 
* Public money should not be expended to protect homes built beyond established towns and 
cities. Structure protection siphons resources away from fire suppression. Living in fire 
prone areas is a choice with a known risk. Fire insurance and development of defensible 
space is the home owners responsibility. 

Thank you for accepting my comments. Good luck with the effort. 
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Heisel, Leanne 
-------- 

From: Betty Dutton [betty.dutton@xionetic.com] 

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2008 10:25 AM 

To: Heisel, Leanne 

Subject: Wildfire Management Public Comment 

Leanne, 

Thank you for inviting the public to comment on wildfire management. 

My thought is to manage the fuel more effectively to help prevent fires. Invite, rather discourage, timber to be 
harvested again. This can be done methodically, in a way not abusive to the forests. This can encourage new 
growth and remove the old fuel that is so hazardous when fires break out. It can be a win I win situation if 
managed correctly. Revenue can be created. Jobs can be created. Devastation from fires can be decreased. 
Spending money to fight fires that aren't as ravaging can be decreased. 

Short and sweet. 

Thanks to all who fight the fires as well as those who support them from an administrative stand point! 

Sincerely, 
Betty Jean Dutton 
Harrison, MT 



Leanne Heisel 
Legislative Services Division 
P.O. Box 201706 
Helena, MT 59620- 1706 

Re: Fire Suppression Committee 

Dear Leanne: 

I would like to include some of my concerns about the wildfires we have 
been experiencing these past few years, as we have been directly affected 
by the results post fires. 

, , . . 

My wife, Sharon, and I own and actively operate two guest ranches on the 
North Fork of the Teton River. We started in this business in 1959, so 
this year will mark 50 years in the hospitality business, in taking guests 
here at our ranch and also outfitting summer pack trips and hunting trips 
into the Bob Marshall Wilderness. We feel very fortunate to have been 
able to do this during a time when Smokey The Bear was a popular icon. 
We saw the wilderness in it's most beautifbl and pristine condition. 

But since the fires of 1988, the landscapes have changed as have attitudes 
within the managing agencies. We are told that fire is an important event 
in order to have healthy forests. And let me say now, that I am trying to 
remain positive about fire in wilderness and understand that it is an 
important tool for a sustaining ecosystem. 

We were directly affected by the Fool Creek Fire this last summer, and 
our upper ranch, which is a special use permit on the National Forest was 
threatened when the fire burned to within two and a half miles of our 
place. And although our hunting camp on Basin Creek remained green, 
the surrounding area burned, and this fire consumed 60,000 acres. 
,Almost our total hunting area was burned over. We cannot take a single 

e of our scheduled summer trips now and not go through considerable 
untry that has burned in the last 20 years 



There seems to be no importance placed on recreational opportunities in 
wilderness when it comes to fires. And I am totally aware that in these 
dry years, many times nothing can be done to slow a wildfire. I do feel 
however, that the Fool Creek Fire was too early in the season, (July 4) 
and too dry of conditions to be declared a let bum fire. Only those in 
charge know if suppression actions could have been taken in time to have 
made a difference. 

The whole of the North Fork of the Sun River and the upper reaches of 
the Middle Fork of the Flathead River have been burned now in the last 
20 years, and some of the country burned so badly that we now need 
another fire to clean it up. 

Outfitters are now left to try to book clients, particularly on summer trips, 
in areas that are black, and snags that are continually coming down while 
we are traveling from camp to camp. This poses a problem to us if we 
must spend a good share of our travel time clearing trail to make it safe 
for our guests. 

We will now share our trips in both the Ahorn Fire and the Fool Creek 
Fire where some of our favorite campsites have been burned, and 
sometimes it's hard to remain positive to our guests in telling them that 
fire is good. Some of these areas as mature forests can accommodate 
burning, but maybe we need to look at time of the year and even though it 
is in wilderness, develop a controlled burn policy. Much of the landscape 
that burned was a young forest. 

In summing up my comments, I feel that bad judgment was used in not 
initially putting more effort into suppressing the Fool Creek Fire early on, 
(July 3 or 4). IT WAS TOO EARLY AND TOO DRY. 

c~huckL~lixrud / 

Seven Lazy P, Deep Canyon Ranch 
P.O. Box 178 
Choteau, MT 59422 

THE DUDE RANCHERS' 
ASSOCIATION 

Established 1926 
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Heisel, Leanne 

From: Dave & Jennifer Cowardin [djcowardin@wildblue.net] 

Sent: Thursday, January 10,2008 8:26 AM 

To: Heisel, Leanne 

Subject: Fire Suppression Committee Comments 

Fire Suppression Committee, 
c/o Leanne Heisel; Legislative Services Division 
P.O. Box 201706 
Helena, Montana 59620-1 706. 

These are my recommendations for fighting fires, suppression of fires or other 
wildland fire-related issues in Montana. 

1. To reduce the size and cost of suppression activities I recommend the following: 

a. Attack all fires, regardless of location, aggressively in the initial attack 
phase with engines, bulldozers, hand-crews and especially aircraft. There 
should be no such thing as "Let It Burn," "Limited Attack," "Exclusion 
Areas," or whatever you want to call them, especially during high fire 
danger or prolong drought. 

b. Eliminate the use of type 6 engines on major fires; these are initial attack 
resources. If you need personnel, hire individuals; or if you need 
engines, hire type 3 or better, not type 6 pick-up pumpers with 150-200 
gallons of water. 

c. Use aircraft more efficiently. Use fixed wing aircraft on initial attack; 
and don't be unwilling to divert loaded aircraft that are in the air and 
working a major fire to an incident that is just starting. Use rotary 
aircraft where they do the most good in support of ground attack 
activities. 

d. Provide support (aircraft, bulldozers, hand-crews) to local fire agencies 
upon request on any fire in the interface without having to wait until an 
officer of DNRC or the USFS arrives on scene. 

2. In the next ten years if no changes in policy, practice, or hnding are made fires 
will become larger and more fiequent, costs will continue to skyrocket, and loss 
of homes, other structures, and lives will become catastrophic. 

3. By next spring and early summer to prepare for the fire season; I recommend the 
following: 

a. Pass legislation to allow local fire agencies to declare imminent threats to 
their areas of responsibility on fires located in the federal forest or on 
state lands. Upon an agency declaring imminent threat make the 
legislation require DNRC and USFS to form a unified command with the 
local agency to establish common objectives. If DNRC and USFS 
rehses to form a unified command make the officer rehsing the request 
subject to arrest or by law give the requesting agency the right to work 
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unilaterally under their own command. 
b. DNRC and USFS should enter into initial attack fire suppression 

agreements with local agencies having type 3 or better apparatus for 
aggressive fire attack on all wildland fires regardless of location. 

4. To improve the contracting process do not play games with payment for services. 
In the past DNRC and USFS have refused payment on fires that were or became 
unified commands because they claimed the local agency had requested the 
resources, even though they used the resource or held them in a staging area. 
This is not right and makes agencies question the reason to send resources. 

David H. Cowardin 
PO Box 41 
Corvallis, MT 59828 
(406) 96 1 -4346 
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Heisel, Leanne - 
From: Kelly Berkompas [kellybrent@wx.net] 

Sent: Friday, January 11,2008 1 :50 PM 

To: Heisel, Leanne 

Subject: Fire Prevention Attic Vents- comment regarding committee efforts 

Attachments: Brand Guard release final 120607.doc; GroupshotFireBackangledlores.jpg 

Dear Senater Cobb: 
Hi There, I saw the article about the Wildfire committee and wanted to let you know that California has done 
similar things as this and have actually enforced new Fire Prevention building codes effective 1/1/2008. I didn't 
see on your list that this committee was going to be talking about how to make buildings with more fire 
resistant products. 

One of the key issues California has found to  be problematic are the attic vents. The Fire embers get into the 
attic from a passing wildfire and the house goes into flames and burns from the inside out. The common 
"bandaid" fix has been to use 118 or Y4" mesh, but even that is now proven to be non-effective. I have all kinds 
of research and studies to support this. 

Brandguard Vents, Developed by a firefighter, has a patent pending baffle front design that resists the intrusion 
of flame and embers, thus protecting the home, Please see our attached Press Release and check out our 
website as well: www.brand~uardvents.com 

Additionally, we are putting together a group of other fire Prevention products and would be happy to send you 
any additional information as well. 

While fighting the fires one they happen is obviously important, doing what we can to build a "fire safe" home is 
just as important. 

Kelly Berkompas 
Brandguard Fire Prevention Vents 
"Saving homes with fire and ember resistant vents" 



Heisel, Leanne 

rom: 
ent: 

Subject: 

brian [berlandson@bresnan.net] 
Monday, January 14,2008 2:49 PM 
Heisel, Leanne 
Fire Suppression Committee 

It would make more sense to me if fire prevention was emphasized more. Living in Clancy, 
I can just see the entire community going up in smoke if drought and dry conditions 
continue. Though I think the environmentalist crowd will through a fit, logging in a way 
that protects the environment and lessens the impact of fire makes the most compelling 
sense to me. The old adage of "An ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure" should 
lead you to make an informed decision. Hey, Ben Franklin has been proven correct more 
times than not! 

Brian Erlandson 
406-933-5421 



STAN BAlN 
W e n t  
~ a n ~ R r e f ~ r e ~ t ~ y d ' ~ ~ n . c ~ m  
406250-6321 cell 

Cold fire Forestry Division 
Western Field Office I 

www.c01dreforestrydivi2m.com ins4 Old Hwy 93 1 
info@coldfireforestF/dvi2~n.com 

Elmo, Montana 5991 5 

THE NEW GENERATION OF 

' ENVIRONMENTALLY FRIENDLY FIREFIGHTING PRODUCTS 

January 15,2008 

Fire Suppression Committee 
C/O Leanne Heisel 
Legislative Division 
P.O. Box 201 706 
Helena, MT 59620- 1 706 

RE: Request for comments 

The 2007 fire season was another year of destruction of our natural resources. This has been 
frustrating for the people of Montana and our company Cold Fire Forestry Division (CFD). It 
appears that various agencies are not open to a new generation of fire fighting tools. We have 
provided information to Montana Governor and State Representatives. However the response 
falls on deaf ears or the response has been a typical bureaucracy answer. Our product Cold Fire 
was used by several rural fire departments in support of wildfires with great success. This 
product is presently approved by the U.S. Forest Service and is environmental friendly. 

The following addresses specific questions in your letter dated December 14,2007, Request for 
Comments. 

1) Efficient use of suppression resowces and forest management policies in our view are 
two of the four areas the committee is investigating as problem areas. From news reports 
it appeared in some cases the response to wildfires were slow even when suppression 
resources were close by. In other cases when limited resources did arrive the capability 
was hampered due to lack of water. Cold Fire is a water enhancer that would increase 
water capability by several times while keeping the fire h m  re-igniting. Forest policies 
in trying new generation of fire fighting products needs to change. Products are tested at 
the Forest Service Fire Lab in Missoula, this is good. These tests are complete and 
lengthy at the cost to the vendor, this is also good. Once the products are approved that is 
where it ends. We find that demo's we provide fire managers they are generally 
impressed with Cold Fire products. They say it is up to the incident commanders (IC) to 
order and implement. However when wildfms happen it appears that the IC's are too 
busy to try new methods even when products are for donated for evaluating on ongoing 
fue activity. 

Recommendations: Test approved products in actual wildfire conditions. Consider 
Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) of the products regarding safety and environment 
restrictions as part of the evaluation. Design evaluation plan that evaluate all conditions, 
fire application, results, handling, and other issues. Change management policies in 
informing IC's of new products and results of those products. Provide proven products, 

ColdFii Forestry Division Eastern Field Oflice, 889 Suntree Woods Drive, Melbourne, FL 32940 (321) 254-1554 
CFDEastem@coldfireforestrvdivision.com 
ColdFire Forestry Division Westem Field Ofice, 27154 Old Hwy 93. Elmo Mt. 59915 (406) 250-6321 
CFDWestem~coldfireforestrvdivision.com 



information on applications and contact information for product support to IC's and 
forest management. 

2) Policy, practice and funding are not only critical in the next 10 years but also now to 
prepare for the next year fire season. We believe with the right fire fighting application 
practice and policy that funding needs could be reduced. When fues are aggressively 
addressed with the right methods this would reduce size and cost of fues. We understand 
that a number of wildfires are more controlled to allow nature to clean itself. However 
scheduled controlled burns and better forest management can achieve that. 

3) A number of things can be done to prepare for wildfues. Homeowners need to continue 
doing clean up moving vegetation away h m  their home. Building smart and developing 
inexpensive home fire protection system. Governments can do a better job in aggressive 
fire management. Private industry can provide training and direction in using new 
products. However the end user such as the Forest Service need to be open to new ways 
and better products. 

4) Last year we at CFD provided fiee products, offered training and other support free of 
charge. However until the Forest Service change their policies new methods and 
information will not get to the right source. Contracting could improve access to needed 
products. Example, we were told there were no funds to purchase products until a 
wildfue occurred. Once a wildfire occurred then products could be charged against that 
incident. However funds need to be available to obtain proven products, a cache, and 
then replenish those products as part of the cost of the wildfire. Remaining products after 
the wildfue is extinguished should be retained at the local Forest for quick response to 
other wildfues. 

It should be realized that a number of fire fighting agents are produced by a small business. 
Packaging and shipping can take several days in response to an order. Response time is a critical 
factor to support fue control operations. We at CFD can work with the state (or local entities) to 
set up an inventory trading and replenishment concept to meet the timely need for support. 

I have included a booklet, "Cold Fire Story" this contains information on the Cold Fire product. 
This booklet has information as to the testing, what Cold Fire is and how it works along with 
applications. If the committee requires additional information or details please contact one of our 
field sites. 

Thank you for this opportunity to provide your committee with information on the next 
generation of fire fighting tools. 

hs ident  
Cold Fire Forestry Division, Inc. 
www.coldfireforestrvdivision.com 
info@coldfireforestwdivisio~i.com 

ColdFire Forestry Division Eastern Field Office, 889 Suntree Woods Drive, Melbourne, FL 32940 (321) 254-1554 
CFDEastern@coldfireforestrvdivision.com 
ColdFire Forestry Division Western Field Office, 27154 Old Hwy 93, Elmo Mt. 59915 (406) 2506321 
CFDWestern~coldtireforestrvdivision.com 



January 14,2008 

Fire Suppression Committee 
C/O Leanne Heisel 
Legislative Services Division 
P.O. Box 201706 
Helena, MT 59620 

Dear Committee members: 

Having worked for the Forest Service ten years in the 1970's - 1980's, I worked on many 
forest fires on the ground with polasky and shovel. Being an avid outdoorsman and 
having many acquaintances who are still active in fire management, I see first hand what 
goes on around me as far as fire suppression and management go. 

It always amazes me to see the results of big studies that determine that the cost of 
suppressing certain fires was not above the "norm" for that size fire, etc.,etc. Nowhere is 
any mention of initial attack time after a fire was first reported or if the fire should have 
been contained at 2 acres rather than 20,000 acres. The studies don't seem to look into 
whether it took 4 hours to provide initial attack when a !h hour response may have been 
possible. I have heard and seen time and time again when there is an uncalled for delay 
in initial attack. Last year a neighbor and his relative called in a fire which was just set 
west of Florence, MT (probably by the young man currently being sentenced for starting 
several fires in the Bitterroot). They put out the fire with their shovels which years ago 
any forest user would have done. Four hours later the Forest Service called him back and 
asked " where did you tell us that fire was?" My brother-in-law fought fire with his 
National Guard Unit a couple of years ago. He gave several examples of his crew 
reporting new fire starts and a higher boss (usually a woman) telling them not to worry 
about them at that time. Fires they could have put out at '/4 acre with no problem quickly 
grew to hundreds of acres while the overhead fire teams sat on their computers analyzing 
the situations. I called in a fire up Kootenai Creek which had already been called in. 
Four hours later an airplane flew over. A fire crew at Stevensville was 3 miles away but 
didn't get dispatched for quite a few hours. That small fire that I should have hiked up to 
myself to put out costed several million dollars. 

Fire dollars have been the "cash cow" for the Forest Service for decades. I have seen first 
hand so much " inefficiency", to put it nicely, to cause a high dollar fire situation when a 
couple of private citizens could have put the fire out at '/4 acre without the red tape. A 
former boss and his daughter put out a spot fire at their home when a couple dozen able 
bodied fire fighters played hassy-sack in the fire camp in my bosses field he had 
graciously allowed the F.S. to use during the Fires of 2000 at Sula. Heaven forbid they 
run a hundred yards up and provide assistance. When I fought fires we worked at night 
and 18 hour shifts. Apparantly fires are seldom fought at night any longer. Today it may 
take three days to get a helicopter inspected by a particular inspector when it could have 
been providing initial attack within % hour such as after the fire near Bozeman started. In 
other situations a close water source cannot be used for drops because of the endangered 



salmon. I wonder how may records can be looked at now that show the correct, 
unalterated, first report of a fire and the actual initial response time and kind? The sad 
thing is decades ago it was thousands of dollars either well spent or wasted on each fire. 
Today it is millions of dollars either spent or wasted on each fire. 

When I worked for the Forest Service small clearcuts and selective logging were 
practiced and brush was always piled. Today when I hike all the west-side areas of the 
Bitterroot I see thinning and all the small trees are left on the forest floor. This is not a 
few inch layer of fuel but a 2-10 foot ladder of drying fuel providing a wick to torch the 
mature timber the Forest Service doesn't want to cut but doesn't mind burning. West of 
Florence last spring was one of many prescribed bums. I wonder if anyone from the 
Forest Service ever got back to see how many hundreds of big, mature trees got burned 
and are now dead. Of course it isn't legal to go off road and cut them for firewood, let 
alone be used for lumber. I don't believe there is a need for this many wildlife trees! 

Fire begets fire. Public T.V. was telling about scientists in Australia coming to this 
conclusion. The T.V. neweport telling of the 600 acre fire north of Billings last week 
even mentioned that the fire was fueled by downfall from a previous fire. 

I believe there is a need to let some fires in the wilderness burn and private citizens to 
become more responsible for fire prevention. I also think the inefficiencies of the Forest 
Service should be studied. Global warming is a nice big smokescreen for the present lack 
of good forest and fire management. 

Sincerely, 

Sandy Skorupa 
158 Garnet Drive 
Stevensville, MT 










