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From: Aaron Foster

To: Kolman, Joe
Subject: SJ15
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 1:34:09 PM

I am writing to express my extreme condemnation for this misguided federal land grab. Our Federal
lands are a long standing treasure belonging to all citizens of these United States, including myself! |
am incredulous that elected public servants, some from my own state of Montana, would seek to
pervert this time tested pact of public ownership, forged by heroic American heroes and visionaries such
as Teddy Roosevelt! Shame on any self serving politician who supports this thinly veiled attempt to steal
MY public land! Spin it any way you want, this land, MY LAND is not and never will be for sale.

Aaron Foster

5175 Goodan Ln

Missoula, MT. 59808

Sent from my iPad
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From: Adam Koltz

To: Kolman, Joe
Subject: Comments on SJ15 Public Land Study
Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 8:46:40 PM

I wish to comment on the SJ15 Fedral Land Study.

I belive that our national forrest and public lands are not for sale, transfer or disposal - not today, not
tomorrow, not as a last resourt, nor ever.

I belive that this legislation is way out of line. No court has ever found permanent reservation of
national parks, national forest, wildlife refuges, or BLM lands for the "benefit & enjoyment of the
people”. These lands are not illegal as some private intrests claim.

Montana's and Americans in general continue to cherish the pricesless blessing of our public lands and
hope that this legislation is defeated.

Sincerely

Adam Koltz
1125 Oceanic Dr.
Encinitas,CA 92024


mailto:adamkoltz@sbcglobal.net
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

From: Add Sessions

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 12:24:58 PM
Dear EQC,

Please accept this as my comment on the SJ 15 Federal Land Study.

We have all responded to “push polls”, usually during political campaigns. In a push poll, the
wording of the questions “push” the respondents toward the responses desired by the poll taker.
They are a form of negative campaigning.

The questions submitted to the county boards of commissioners as part of your study resemble a
push poll intended to lend support to a take-over of federal lands. Thoughtful voters looking for
honest answers would not approve the use of this tactic in what is billed as an objective bi-partisan

study.

Addison Sessions
Billings, MT


mailto:addsessions@gmail.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

From: alandmp@aol.com

To: Kolman, Joe
Subject: SJ 15 Study - comment
Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 8:38:06 AM

Dear Mr. Kolman:

I am writing to protest the effort to privatize Montana's public lands. I've just spent the summer traveling
through New England, where public lands are constrained, chopped up, and fragmented by private
holdings. The result is a diminished definition of wilderness and reduced access to country for citizens.
It was an incredible relief to return to Montana, where lands and rivers are much more open to public
access and use. The push to privatize our public lands is a selfish and greedy impulse and would rob
future generations of the chance to enjoy our open space and recreational opportunities. | can't state
my opposition to this effort strongly enough.

Thank you.

Alan Kesselheim
Bozeman, MT


mailto:alandmp@aol.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

From: Alex Strickland

To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: cliff@larsenusa.com; kimberly.dudik@gmail.com
Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 3:02:56 PM

Hi Joe,

I have recently returned to Montana after a few years living in Utah and read the
SJ15 Federal Land Study with great interest, having watched Utah's recent attempt
to stake its claim to federal lands across the state. Utah's attempt is regarded by
many — myself included — as a grandstanding boondoggle at considerable taxpayer
expense, and | would hate to see Montana turn down a similar road.

A few comments about information contained in the study:

e Broadly, | have no doubt that federal management on many public lands in
Montana falls short (far short, in some cases) of ideal. | have seen many
overgrown, unhealthy forests, stalled projects and frustrating closures on
federal lands. However, | have also seen those exact same issues on state- and
locally managed lands in similar quantity and frequency. While | fully agree
that federal management of some lands is lackluster, there is no evidence that
state and local agencies would do any better — nor could reasonably be
expected to do so with budget constraints, etc. Further, the study specifically
implicates special interest groups hamstringing land managers and agencies as
a big part of the problem with federal oversight. Why should we expect that
special interests — whether the Sierra Club, an OHV association, or other —
wouldn't tie up state and local resources with obstructionist lawsuits and saddle
our taxpayers with the bill?

o Specifically, some of the complaints highlighted by counties around the state
border on the bizarre. Flathead's assertion that fires on federally managed land
negatively affect air quality is certainly true. However fires burning on state
and local land — not to mention state and local land in other states — affect
air quality in similar ways. Perhaps Flathead County would like to maintain the
lands in Washington and Oregon as well to preserve their air quality? Mineral
County's elderly population not being able to access remote federally owned
lands is hardly a federal issue. Nor is it a state or local one. It's one that can
be dealt with using common sense — the kind of sense likely doled out by
those same seasoned citizens. No agency of any size should shoulder the
burden of building expensive infrastructure for senior citizens to reach the deep
woods, it's absurd.

e These quibbles are dwarfed by the fundamental reason these explorations are
a short-sighted populist political gambit: The land may be within the state, but
it is not the state's. There is no reasonable argument to be made that Montana
(or Utah, or any other state) should gain ownership of federal lands should the
federal government decide to abandon them. The land is publicly owned by all
the citizens of this country, not just the citizens of Montana. For Montana to
take over those lands is grand larceny.

This is all to say nothing of the economic impact — not only the study's oft-
mentioned lost tax dollars — Montana's public lands bring to all of us. Would
products stamped with "Made in Montana" maintain their luster without our


mailto:alex.strickland@gmail.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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mailto:kimberly.dudik@gmail.com

reputation for vast open — publicly accessible — spaces? Would books, movies, and
countless media pieces promoting Montana and driving tourist dollars to the
Treasure State still be created if millions of acres of federally owned land were
parceled out to state and local agencies to be sold off, developed or heavily leased?
Perhaps, but it doesn't seem like a gamble worth taking.

Why Montana would entertain thoughts of tampering with the very arrangement
that powers our substantial tourism economy and general mystique is a mystery to
me, and seems to only provide benefits to a single user group: politicians.

Relegate this study and it's associated nonsense efforts to a forgotten file cabinet
and let's spend our time on something more worthwhile.

Alex Strickland
508 W. Alder St.
Missoula, MT

Alex Strickland
web 1 blog


http://www.alexstrickland.com/
http://alexstrickland.com/the_latest/

From: Andrew

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: Public lands

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 3:12:11 PM
Hello Joe,

| use public lands a lot for recreation and treasure them. Public lands are a vital part of what
makes this state great. Without them our quality of life would suffer.

Specifically, our national forests and public lands should not be sold or transferred. No court has
ever found permanent reservation of national parks, national forests, wildlife refuges and BLM
lands for the “benefit and enjoyment of the people” to be illegal, as some claim. We cherish our
public lands, which were described by our first state legislature as “lands belonging to the citizens
of the United States.”

Thank you!

Andrew Sullivan
Bozeman, MT

Sent with Sparrow


mailto:agsullivan@gmail.com
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From: Arnold Lelis

To: Kolman, Joe
Subject: public lands are a public benefit
Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 6:08:55 AM

Montana needs to preserve public ownership of its lands. We have reached the
point, in the country as a whole, where everything that is not properly protected will
be destroyed by corporate interests for their private, short-term gain. For long-term
benefit to the citizens in Montana, as in every other state, state oversight and
ownership of as much land as possible is the only acceptable alternative.
Privatization under the circumstances presently contemplated means destruction.

Arnold Lelis
612 S Baird St
Green Bay WI 54301


mailto:leli0001@umn.edu
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

From: ashley.stevick@gmail.com on behalf of Ashley Stevick

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: #keepitpublic

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 3:11:29 PM
Hi Joe,

Our national forests and public lands should never be sold, transferred or disposed
of.

Thank you for taking the time to read my email. | hope it's one of thousands
reinforcing the same message.

Ashley Stevick

Ashley Stevick Photography
92 N. Broadway, Belgrade MT
authentic & creative photo services

ashleystevickphotography.com
406.431.2802
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From: B.

To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: neal@mtvoters.org

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 06, 2014 5:46:08 PM

| support federal public lands and agree 100% with the following recommendations:

Remove recommendation #11 from the draft report and any other reference to
pursuing a transfer or sale to states, private landowners, or any other entities.

Montanans overwhelmingly oppose having the state of Montana assume full control
of managing federal lands inside the state and having Montana taxpayers pay all
resulting costs to manage those lands and fight fires.

Protecting public lands in Montana has been a good thing for Montana and has led to
opportunities for children to explore and learn, protected clean water, provided
opportunities for hunting, fishing, and outdoor recreation, and improved our quality
of life.

The possibility that states might sell-off these lands is too great. While there needs to
be improvements in federal-local relations in managing federal public lands, we need
to ensure that those lands are protected for future generations.

Thank you,

Barbara Gregovich
1301 West Porphyry
Butte, MT 59701


mailto:bgbmontana1@msn.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Beate von Stutterheim

To: Kolman, Joe
Subject: Public comment
Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 1:27:18 PM

| want to add my voice to the chorus of voices to ensure that our public lands are not for sale,

transfer or disposal — not today, not as a last resort not ever!
Our first state legislature describes this as “lands belonging to the citizens of the United States” and |

join in the public outcry against efforts to transfer and sell our public lands.

Beate von Stutterheim


mailto:beate@kvs.org
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

12

From: Beth Madden

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 5:46:11 PM

I am a 30+ year resident of Montana, a recreationist and casual hunter, and an
appreciater of our Montana wildlife and wild places.

I have been following the EQC review of public lands in Montana. | am concerned
with the references to transferring federal lands to the state. | am proud of and
cherish our federal lands here in Montana - and respect the management that is
occurring there. Sure it can be improved, but I routinely give input into these
improvements through the public process. We do NOT need to 'take over' these
lands for state management. That would be an expensive and crazy undertaking. |
am quite dismayed to hear EQC putting this agenda of transferring public lands out
there. It is not supported by our sports-people or Montanans as a whole!

Also, the money we hunters and anglers put into wildlife conservation through
hunting license fees should not be diverted to other uses. This is very important to
us.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Beth Madden

108 S 9th St

Livingston, MT 59047


mailto:bethmadden64@gmail.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Betty Holder

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: Transfer of Federal Public Lands to the State
Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 11:02:24 AM

| want you to know that | am completely opposed to the idea of state control of
Federal lands. These lands are treasures and were set aside for the entire nation,
not just those that live in MT and might gain greater profit from them. They need to
be managed and controlled to protect the natural environment, processes, and wildlife
habitat they provide. | have seen how the State manages much of their land and
natural resources and frankly | am often appalled. Money and instant profit have far
to much influence on the decisions made at the state level regarding natural resource
management. Our natural beauty and wildlife are the reason our states draws the
tourist they do. They are the reason | live here and are the basis for most of my
recreation. Keep Federal lands Federal!!!


mailto:bettyholder56@yahoo.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Bill Murphy

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 6:42:05 AM

. our National forests and public lands are not for sale,
transfer or disposal--not today, not as a last resort, not
ever.

The East part of the USA has been destroyed by greed. Florida especially. Special
interests, banks, developers, ag interests are allowed to fill in wetlands, pump out
fresh water, pollute waterways, destroy reefs and estuaries, all in the name of the $.
If we lose nature, we lose everything that was. Once it is gone, it can not be
replaced. Many people could care less. They like to sit on the couch and watch tv, or
go to the mall and shop all day. But, many of us need nature, and public lands are
the only areas where nature and peace are preserved.

Please don't sell of our public lands, or allow them to be exploited for profit by
corporations taking out natural resources.

William Murphy, Stuart, Fl

This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is
active.


mailto:bmurphyz@bellsouth.net
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From: Bill Zager

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study
Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 9:47:47 PM
Sir:

Simply put, stealing America's public lands from all Americans would be the most
grievous theft imaginable, constituting domestic terrorism, and would bring the most
severe punishment down upon the heads of whomever would try such a thing. Such
theft can never be tolerated.

Regards,
Bill Zager


mailto:wfzager@gmail.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

From: BJ Blackburn

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Tuesday, August 05, 2014 6:18:34 AM
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Please keep Montana’s public lands PUBLIC!! Montanans love their public lands, and they
are an asset the state cannot afford to give up. Please eliminate recommendation #11 from
the draft report of the study! Opportunity for the best public use of the lands is a
management issue, not a disposal issue.

Montanans want their lands to be ‘their’ lands, not some private enterprise.
Please do not consider changing the status of Montana’s public lands.
Sincerely yours,

Bonnie Eldredge
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From: Blaine Brengle

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:37:43 AM

As a sportsman who depends solely on public lands and public access to those lands, | am deeply
concerned about SJ15 — Federal Land Study. The idea of the State of Montana, through the GOP
controlled legislature, having control of our public lands is of great concern. It appears moving
control of Federal lands to the State would amount to some kind of land grab related to corporate
and individual greed.

| am strongly opposed to this and, as an independent voter, | will never vote for anyone who
advocates the State of Montana controlling our public lands.

Blaine Brengle
Missoula, MT


mailto:bbrengle@mcps.k12.mt.us
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Brad OGrosky

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 3:58:02 PM

Dear Mr. Kolman, I am writing to support the ownership of federal public lands to
remain as federal lands. | have volunteered for many years to help protect public
lands in Utah and have seen what could happen if they become state lands. Public
lands must be preserved for everyone, now and in the future. They must not be
sacrificed for the short term gains of a few. Thank you, Brad O'Grosky, Bozeman, MT


mailto:brad.ogrosky@yahoo.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Brenda Davis

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 12:35:22 PM
Dear Joe,

| am writing to inform the Environmental Quality Council of our absolute
opposition to sale, transfer or disposal of public lands in Montana or elsewhere
in the U.S. America’s public lands are one of the great gifts our citizens enjoy,
and are a point of pride and natural beauty in our state. Montanans cherish
these lands, and they attract visitors and tourism revenue from around the
country and the world. My husband and | sincerely hope that no member of
the MT Legislature or its staff would be so short-sighted as to sacrifice our
stunning public estate for short term financial or political gain.

Thank you for your time.
Brenda S. Davis

Swep Davis
Bozeman, MT


mailto:bdavis@bardranch.net
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cal Cumin

Kolman, Joe

SJ15 Federal Land Study

Wednesday, August 13, 2014 3:19:08 PM
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The idea of transferring Federal land to states is so ludicrous it shouldn't even be an issue.

Cal Cumin
Shepherd, MT


mailto:c-cumin@hotmail.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

21

From: Carolyn Mehl

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 10:13:32 AM

Dear Mr. Kolman-

| am writing in strong opposition to the sale of our federally-owned public lands to any
other entity, be it state or private.

The legacy of our national forests, wilderness, and national parks goes back to Teddy
Roosevelt; they are some of our great national treasures and should be maintained for the
enjoyment of future generations. As a hunter, hiker, horseback rider, and general lover of
public lands, | am deeply disturbed by this proposal. Our federally-owned public lands
were meant to be enjoyed by all, rich and poor, and are one of our great democratic
American traditions that sets us apart from many other countries.

Montana would not be the same place without our US public lands!

Carolyn Mehl
Seeley Lake, MT


mailto:Carolyn_Mehl@emri.org
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Cassidy Meeks

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 8:47:13 PM

Dear Mr. Joe Kolman and EQC staff,

| am writing to urge you to oppose transferring federal lands in Montana to state
hands. As a native Montanan, | cherish the ability to use these lands and enjoy the
beauty found nowhere else on earth. This land belongs to the citizens of the United
States and should remain so. | do not believe our national forests and public lands
are for sale, transfer or disposal - not today, not as a last resort, not ever. Also, no
court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks, national forests,
wildlife refuges and BLM lands for the “benefit and enjoyment of the people” to be
illegal, as some private interests claim. Please: DO NOT move forward to transfer
federal lands to the state to do with as it pleases, which would likely entail selling it to
the highest bidder comprised of members of the private organizations like Exxon
Mobile, Koch Industries, and others who do not care about keeping the land
unspoiled nor available for my and other US citizens’ public use.

Sincerely,

Cassidy Meeks


mailto:cassidymeeks@hotmail.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Centurylink Customer

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 10:58:17 AM
Mr. Kolman,

My husband and I wish to advise you that we are strongly opposed to the selling of ANY
public lands in Montana. The most important thing that keeps us in Montana is access to
public lands. Although we are native Montanans, we have lived all over the country and are
aware of how limited public access is in other states and how seriously that affects the quality
of life in those states. We recently moved from Texas back to Montana. In Texas 99% of
the land is privately owned. We could not pack up our Jeep and head out to explore new
countryside without encountering locked gates and NO Trespassing signs. We could not
access rivers or lakes to fish. Our picnics had to be in state parks that were filled with people
and full parking lots. We greatly missed the big sky and wide open spaces of Montana that
make life so beautiful in Montana. We ask that you help secure this unique environment that
is Montana and not permit any sell off of our land.

Thank You,

Bonnie and Doug McCombs

56 34th Ave. N.E.

Great Falls, Mt. 59404


mailto:dmccombs@q.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

From: Centurylink Customer

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 7:14:18 PM
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Our public lands are not for sale. Public lands are for everyone , not just rich people.


mailto:wayntom@q.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Cheri

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: EQC study

Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 2:13:50 PM

| would like to let my opinion be known that as an American citizen | am strongly opposed to the sale
of our public lands. Tell Exxon and the Koch brothers that public lands are for the enjoyment of the
public and not to further line the greedy pockets of billionaires.

Cheri Hall
512 Judi
Missoula, MT 59808


mailto:cheridaysinn@muralts.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Clarence Sanders

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 12:34:19 PM
Hello,

My name is Clarence Sanders, and | reside in Bozeman, MT.
| am writing to comment on the SJ 15 Federal Land Study.

It is self-evident that our public lands -- national parks, forests, wilderness areas
and wildlife refuges are of great importance, both economically and recreationally,
and a source of pride among Montanans. The idea that all Americans own these
national treasures, and are free to enjoy them is uniquely American and part of our
identity as Montanans and Americans. Moreover, our public lands generate
substantial economic benefits from non-Americans — tourists from abroad that
travel and vacation in our national parks and other public lands, such as national
monuments and USFS recreation projects.

Regrettably, narrowly defined and short-sighted economic interests are now at
work to attack the idea and philosophy behind our public land programs. Their
aim, of course, is to transfer ownership of these lands to private interests for the
sole purpose of economic exploitation. This would not only be a disservice to all
Montanans, but would also represent a perverse attack on the philosophy behind
the mixed-use mandate of the National Forest Act.

A committee of the Montana State Legislature, known as The Environmental
Quality Council (EQC), is moving at the behest of these narrowly-based economic
interests in an effort to divest public lands for private economic exploitation. The
so-called EQC is now accepting comments on their "study," which sets out a series
of arguments for the divestment of public lands to private economic interests.

| most emphatically oppose the proposals of the EQC. The public lands are assets
owned by the people of America and should not be relegated to the disposition of
narrow economic interests represented by EQC.

The EQC and it’s constituency has even stooped to the use of false information to


mailto:sandora99@msn.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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further it’s parochial objectives. For example, no court has ever found the
permanent reservation of national parks, national forests, wildlife refuges and BLM
lands for the "benefit and enjoyment of the people" to be illegal, as some private
interests now claim.

Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or disposal and
should remain that way in perpetuity.

Thank you,
Clarence Sanders

4416 Morning Sun Drive
Bozeman, MT 59715
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From: Colleen Moore

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 3:15:26 PM

Dear Mr Kolman and the Environmental Quality Council,
I disagree most strongly with _any_plan to transfer federal land in Montana to

the jurisdiction of the State of Montana. There are many reasons for my
disagreement, and space in an email is insufficient to elaborate them.

thanks,
colleen moore

Colleen Moore
617 S 6th Ave.
Bozeman, MT 59715

cfmoore72@gmail.com
406 586-3140 home
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

craig hall

Kolman, Joe

SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Tuesday, August 05, 2014 9:08:10 AM
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Please remove recommendation #11 from the draft report and any other reference to
pursuing a transfer or sale to states, private landowners, or any other entities. It is simply
a ridiculous, short-sited notion, and frankly somewhat embarrassing.


mailto:craighall@bresnan.net
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: crittersrme@juno.com

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 6:05:19 PM

Dear Mr. Kohlman,

I am writing to express my disbelief and vigorous opposition to any attempt by our Montana State
Legislature to transfer the management of MY, AND ALL AMERICAN CITIZEN'S, federal public lands
within our state of Montana to state control! As a former Montana State Legislator, | am appalled at the
audacity of certain extreme political elements using unfounded criteria to legitimize such a transfer. The
financial impact of taking such control over what is estimated to be 29% or 27.4 million acres of land
within Montana should itself be a disqualifying factor. Has the Legislative Services Division estimated
what the financial impact of such a transfer will be? What is the requisite personnel and administrative
costs of growth needed for a state such as ours with a relatively small government to adequately
administer an additional 27.4 million acres of land and do we have the professional expertise to do so?
Where is such these funding coming from? These are just a few of the pertinent questions that come
immediately to mind. As an avid four season outdoorsman I treasure my ability to access MY PUBLIC
LANDS to enjoy the tranquility and beauty of our State, an experience that many others can only dream
about. Federal public lands belong to our Nation's citizens and should be managed by a federal agency
not a state agency. Do not grow our state government and increasingly tax it's citizens to achieve such
a transfer. MY PUBLIC LANDS ARE NOT FOR SALE!

Sincerely,
Durward C. "Butch" Waddill
LtCol, USMC (Ret.)


mailto:crittersrme@juno.com
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov
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From: Terry and Mary Danforth on behalf of danforth@avicom.net
To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: neal@mtvoters.org

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 5:29:53 PM

Dear Mr. Joe Kolman:
August 14, 2014

| would like to comment on what | believe is an ill-conceived and self-serving study to turn over
federal lands to states and or privatizing these lands.

My family and | have enjoyed the use of National Forests, National Parks, Wildlife Refuges and BLM
Lands for hunting, fishing, hiking, backpacking, cross country skiing for over 60 years. | would hope
that my grandchildren and great grand-children will continue to have the same opportunities that
my children and | have had in future years.

The federal lands in Montana as in any state belong to all US Citizens. All US citizens have the right
to use and have input on how these lands are used. | don’t feel it is the prerogative of state
legislatures, state agencies, or private persons or corporation to determine how these lands are to
be used. Citizens in all states pay taxes and have just as much right to determine how federal land
are to be used as any state legislature, private person, or corporation in Montana.

Montana as well as any of the other states does not have the fiscal resources to properly manage
these lands. One obligation of state and or private resources is the management of wild land fires.
Montana would be required to fully fund firefighting efforts which has been growing exponentially
in the past several years. Fires have become much larger and very complex to manage due to global
warming and the sprawl of urbane interface fires. Suppression costs in Montana in 2012 were $113
million with the state of Montana picking up $50 million and most of the rest was picked up by the
federal government. The Black Forest fire in Colorado last year cost 10 million dollars in direct
suppression costs and over $85 million in property damage. The Yellowstone fires of 1988 which
included forest lands in Montana, Wyoming and Idaho cost an estimated 240 million dollars to
suppress. Other than loss of timber destruction to private property was relatively minimal
comparted to fires that burn in close proximity of more densely populated areas. The Yarnell Fire in
Arizona last year 19 firefighters tragically lost their lives in an urban interface environment. | would
like to ask, who is going to take the lead in investigating and responsibility in assuring firefighting
safety and firefighting objectives and standards are being met?

Currently the federal government charges livestock users on federal land $2.00 per animal unit per
month. Currently grazing fees on private and state lands is approximately $12.00 per AUM. Who is
going to pick up these costs or are the livestock producers going to absorb these additional fees?

Watersheds are typically in large unpopulated areas that most urban areas rely on for domestic
water use. Many of these large tracts are on federal lands. Many times these lands are
administered by multiple agencies. Who will have jurisdiction over these lands and who will be
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setting water use priorities on how these water resources are used? | see the probabilities for
municipalities and other water users being held hostage by privateers or inept public administrators.

There are many examples of how this land could and would affect recreation users and that these
users would have virtually no say in how public lands would be used. It would be the highest bidder
that would always have the advantage.

| believe that this study was conceived to circumvent the NEPA process, Clean Air Act, Clean Water
Act, Wilderness Act and the Endangered Species Act, etc. for the profits of the rich and corporate
America. These possible federal land giveaways or sales would revert back to the days of the late
1800’s when the robber barons were pillaging out national heritage for the profits of a few and no
environmental oversight.

Regardless of what the Supreme Court says | don’t believe that BNSF, Koch Industries, or Halliburton
has a vote on this issue.

Thank for allowing me to comment on your Federal Land Study.
Respectfully,
Terry Danforth

3230 Linney Rd.
Bozeman, MT 59718
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From: Dave and Luci

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 10:57:39 PM

I would like to express my opposition to the transfer of federal lands to the State of Montana.

The federal government would not just give up these lands, so there would seemingly be a huge legal
cost, which the state of Montana can ill afford. The financial burden would most likely fall upon
Montana taxpayers.

| feel the state is not capable of managing so much land, both financially and physically. Any
complaints people have now about federal management of lands would only be made worse because
the money would not be there to help manage. If the budget for federal lands is inadequate, the
budget for state owned lands would be even more dismal. So to help this budget, the state would
more than likely begin selling those lands to private parties, since Montana has the statutory authority
to liquidate state lands. What is now land where | can recreate - hunt, fish, hike, pick berries - would
be closed off with trophy homes and gated subdivisions. The common folk would lose access to
land and it would become a playground for the wealthy.

The counties would lose federal payments, which would affect our schools. The cost of fire
suppression alone would cost Montana more money than it could afford.

If the federal lands became owned by the state, the natural resources would become a source of
contention. Here again, land would be sold to the highest bidder and our open spaces, where we
recreate, will be filled with oil rigs, coal mines and logging trucks.

The pursuit of the transfer of federal lands to the State of Montana is an ill advised idea that should
never be implemented.

Sincerely,
Lucille R. Yeats
Columbia Falls, Montana
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From: Dave and Luci

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 9:59:01 PM

34

| am absolutely opposed to a transfer of ownership of federal lands in Montana to the State of
Montana. These federal lands are one of Montana's greatest assets even though the state doesn't
manage them. | have no confidence that the state would not sell off or lease much of the land that
they acquire if this were to pass. | also think the state would take years to ramp up their staff to
adequately administer and protect these resources. This is a bad idea that I'm sure the rest of the
nation would blow a huge fit over as well.

Thank you for the chance to comment.

David W. Yeats
Columbia Falls. MT
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From: David Boggs

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: Federal Land Management Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 10:11:00 PM

In regards to the study of management of Federal Lands in Montana, | would like to
state my absolute opposition to any recommendation of turning Federal Lands over
to the State of Montana for the following reasons:

We do not currently have enough money to adequately manage our own state
lands and parks, the tax burden to manage more state land is not something I am
willing to pay taxes for to the State of Montana.

This whole process is a thinly disguised attempt to convey federal land to the
extreme rich, at public expense, and with the ensuing loss of our property that we
Americans hold as a public heritage.

Any attempt to transfer the lands to the State of Montana will bring up endless
lawsuits, which we the taxpayers will be forced to shell out money for, instead of
using the money for beneficial uses in this state. One only has to look at the gross
stupidity of the State of Utah, and how it is throwing away millions of the taxpayers
money in a futile attempt to transfer Federal Lands to the State of Utah.

There is ABSOLUTELY no benefit to be had by pursuing the idea of transfer of
Federal lands in Montana, other than to the further enrichment of a small number of
non-residents of this state.

David P. Boggs, MD
615 Power St.
Helena, MT 59601
(406) 433-8441
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From: David Rockwell

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 6:20:08 AM
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Your study is not an objective analysis and your committee is losing all credibility. Public lands
belong to us, not to some dime-a-dozen legislative committee. The views in your report (for
example, that the permanent reservation of national parks, national forests, wildlife refuges and
BLM lands for the "benefit and enjoyment of the people" is illegal) are not only goofy, they are
extreme and unAmerican. Please drop this stupid idea of transferring public lands to the state or
selling them off. Please focus on the real work that we send you to Helena to do.

David Rockwell

PO Box 94

Dixon, MT 59831
406-246-4646
rockwell@blackfoot.net
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From: david Schaub

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 10:16:30 PM

I have read through a lot of the Federal Land Study. There are many good suggestions that need to be
implemented. Those include identifying critical areas and cooperative efforts with local people to
remediate problems. However, the recommendation to transfer control of Federal Lands to States
immediately brings a loud NO from me. I've seen whats happened both east and west of the divide as
rich individuals and corporations buy up private land. Places where Montanans went to hike, hunt and
fish for generations were immediately closed to to them. The same will happen when rich individuals
and corporations can buy up large chunks of Federal Land in Montana and keep the public out.

Please register my request that the transfer of Federal Lands to states be removed from the study
recommendations. That single recommendation will destroy the access to public lands that makes
Montana a wonderful place where people want to live, recreate and start businesses.

David L. Schaub
10571 Coulter Pine St.
Lolo, Mt. 59847
distks@bresnan.net
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From: llamamamadeb@gmail.com on behalf of deb berglund
To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:42:14 PM

I am opposed to the transfer of federal lands to the states. Control of federal lands by Montana politicians would be disastrous to
users of those public lands. In Montana the federal lands now available to everybody will be closed to anyone who is not wealthy or a
rancher. Please let the majority of users of public lands to continue to enjoy them and not put them in the hands of those who just
want to make money off of them. Lands now controlled by the state of Montana are being logged; near my house what used to be a
place to hike and hunt has been logged and this has devalued my property because of the views that are no longer forests but now
are clearcuts. The state does not listen to the comments from the public on these issues.

Please vote NO to transfer of public lands to the states.

Thanks,

Deb Berglund

1406 Bear Canyon Rd
Bozeman, MT 59715
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From: Debo Powers

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Monday, August 18, 2014 9:20:45 AM
Dear Joe,

The idea to steal our public lands from the American people is un-American. These lands belong to
all American citizens and should never be sold, transferred, or disposed of for any reason
whatsoever. These lands were preserved for all of us to use not just a handful of wealthy people
and companies. The reason that Montana is so special is because of our heritage of public lands
and the ability of average, non-wealthy, citizens to use them and enjoy them. Furthermore,
Montana’s economy is based on these public lands and the right of citizens to use them. This brings
in a huge amount of tax dollars for businesses in the state of Montana.

| hope that your “study” will show the ridiculousness of this idea to steal our public lands.
Sincerely,
Debo Powers

11499 North Fork Road
Polebridge, Montana 59928
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From: Deborah Hanson

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 5:36:00 PM

Dear Mr. Kolman,

As Montana citizens, my husband and | treasure our public lands. We believe our public
lands are priceless.

This study appeared to be skewed toward a conclusion for the State to assume ownership of
public lands which

would certainly lead selling them to the highest bidder.

The surveys to the Counties seemed simplified and designed to not get indepth information.
If the real purpose of this study is to foster better coordination between local, state and
federal entities, then

let us work on that. More transparency, more participation from the public. If it is to make
it easier for the

corporations and the 1% to do a final land grab, let's shine the light on the real purpose of
this study.

The first Montana Legislature referred to our public lands as "belonging to the citizens of the
United States." The public
lands are for the "benefit and enjoyment of the people".

Let us be very clear, our national forests and public lands are NOT FOR SALE, transfer or
disposal, not today, not tomorrow,
not ever!!!

We are alarmed that there is a group both nationally and in Montana pushing to takeover
Federal lands in the guise

of state control, knowing full well that we do not have the wherewithal to pay to properly
manage them.

This is a thinly disguised effort to privatize our heritage.

Very concerned citizen,

Deborah Hanson
1002 Pleasant

Miles City, MT 59301
406 232 2134
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From: Del Blackburn

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: US Government Lands.

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 10:10:26 PM
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The National Forests, BLM lands, National Parks and Monuments are not
for sale, transfer or disposal. Not now not ever! We in the west
cherish or public lands don't mess with them! We have lots of

friends in Montana that vote!

Del Blackburn
Worley, ldaho
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From: Diane Bayuk
To: Kolman, Joe
Subject: Public Lands
Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 5:52:30 PM

Please know how important the "public" is in public lands!

e Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or
disposal--not today, not as a last resort, not ever.

e No court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks,
national forests, wildlife refuges and BLM lands for the "benefit
and enjoyment of the people” to be illegal, as some private
interests claim.

e Montanans continue to cherish the priceless blessings of our
public lands-described by our first state legislature as "lands
belonging to the citizens of the United States."

Diane W. Bayuk
Michael J. Bayuk
Helena, MT
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From: diane ensign
To: Kolman, Joe
Cc: diane ensign
Subject: Public Lands
Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 5:49:36 PM

| am very upset to hear there is talk of privatizing the American citizens public lands. This
must never happen if we have any decency left as a country that has a brilliantly

written constitution. America is supposed to be the land of the free where all of it's citizens
have a right to the pursuit of happiness. It is not to be the country where only the rich &
privileged & power wielding companies get to take over what belongs to everyone. It is
essential for families & individuals to continue their rights to be in our public lands to study,
learn, enjoy, recreate in, photograph, find peace & solitude & healing(mental, emotional,
physical, spiritual), etc. & so forth . Our public lands belong to everyone in America not just
a few selfish & self serving, & greedy few. | like so many | visit my public lands many times
each year. | spent summer 2013 in Montana's public lands to celebrate being alive after very
extensive surgery & chemo from late stage ovarian cancer. | need wilderness, wildlife &
nature as much as | need air to breathe. So many of my happiest memories take place in
our public lands with other people or by myself. In fact part of my career was spent in our
public lands teaching others photography & learning about nature. Please take my concerns
to be those of most of our nations peoples who don't realize that such a tragedy like selling
our public lands could even happen. Sincerely,

Diane Ensign 5556 N. Maria Dr. Tucson, Az. 85704 (520) 8257273
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From: Dick & Donna Shockley

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 FEDERAL LAND STUDY
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 5:14:34 PM

After viewing televised meetings of the Montana EQC and reading the SJ 15 Federal Land Study
report, | am concerned about the process and the final product.

It is commonly held that complexities in federal public land management have resulted in a situation
that must be improved by collaboration and creative problem solving including improved cooperation
and communication between and among the responsible federal agencies, as well as representation
from county and state agencies in locales where the federal public lands are located.

This report simply reflects a veiled agenda to significantly increase motorized vehicle access to federal
lands and to transfer management of public federal lands to state ownership. The last recommendation
on page 19 clearly points to the assertion of this transfer. Read the statement. Intent is clear.

Findings, conclusions, and recommendations are entirely based on a survey which solicited opinions.
Unfortunately, analysis of opinions can only result in some form of aggregation of opinions. The
disconcerting reality is that those opinions proffered in the report have been expressed time and again
by certain members of the working group. The report contains little of which could be described as fact
finding, scientific analysis, or specific proven recommendations for improvement.

Furthermore, as a sportsman, wildlife advocate and a senior third generation Montanan, | highly value
those public lands and do not want to see any possible scenario where their management as America's
public lands is put in jeopardy by transferring management to a state or other entity that cannot provide
the necessary fiscal, manpower, expertise, and other assets required for effective management. | am
also strongly opposed to hunting license dollars being transferred for uses unrelated to wildlife
conservation.

The history of Montana is rife with examples of this state's beautiful landscape and tremendous natural
resources being exploited for short term financial gain and for a few short jobs for a few short-sighted
entities. With the data now substantiating that the beauty and the wild places in Montana, most of
which are found on public federal land, form the engine driving an ever increasing tourism industry and
creating ever increasing related employment opportunities in Montana. It is also becoming more and
more evident that many strong business enterprises are locating to Montana and providing many job
opportunities and a boon to the economy because of the outdoor recreation and other attractions of
America’'s public federal lands. To even consider exploitation or selling of these lands for a short term
gain to satisfy government debt is irresponsible and appalling.

It appears that SJ 15 was a strongly supported endeavor, which unfortunately went awry through

flawed process and skewed findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

Respectfully submitted, Dick Shockley 627 Gateway South Rd, Gallatin Gateway, MT
59730
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From: Dick Forehand

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 5:11:54 PM

Please accept these comments.

« Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or
disposal--not today, not as a last resort, not ever.

« No court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks,
national forests, wildlife refuges and BLM lands for the "benefit and
enjoyment of the people” to be illegal, as some private interests claim.

« Montanans continue to cherish the priceless blessings of our public
lands-described by our first state legislature as "lands belonging to the
citizens of the United States."

.Thank you, Dick Forehand, Box 1632, Red Lodge, MT 59068
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From: Dixie Hooper

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 federal land study

Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 3:53:32 PM

Hi my name is Dixie and | am writing in regards to SJ 15 federal land study. My hope is that public land
remains federally controlled because | do not want to see the land divided and sold off by the state
government because of budget and profit reasons. Public land is much more important for everyone in
the U.S. and should continue to be managed by the federal government.

I am from Helena, Montana and have grown up with access to public land. As a result of having direct
experiences and personal memories with these public lands, | know how they benefit humanity and the
planet and see the need to preserve and protect these precious resources now and in perpetuity.
Providing clean water, air, and soil, they are invaluable for every American's health and well-being and
not to mention the planet as a whole. Studies in Japan, reveal forest therapy is helping their nation's
people reduce stress and promote happiness while connecting them with the natural world. Studies in
the U.S. reflect that children who spend more time in the outdoors do better in school. Nature deficit
disorder, a term coined in Richard louv's book, is a growing concern in the country and reveals the
negative effects on children not being outside in nature. So continuing access the public lands should
be paramount in your legislation.

In addition to providing a clean environment and ultimately a healthier people, they possess biodiversity
in plant, animal, fungi and microbial life. Everything effects everything else on this earth, and in order to
function properly needs to continue to exist and perform it's duty.

My fear would be the state deciding to sell off public lands for short term financial gain. Nature also
holds the potential to solving human and environmental problems and should not be ignored and sold
off nonchalantly.

As the song so poignantly exclaims, "this land is your land, this land is my land," let's keep public lands
in the public's hands to provide the greatest service to the earth and humanity.
Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dixie hooper
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Don Skillicorn

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: NOT FOR SALE! Only TODAY left to share your feelings about US public lands being sold
Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 10:07:46 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Dear Mr. Kolman:

| am writing in strong opposition to the sale of US public lands to any other entity, be
it state or private.

The legacy of our national forests, wildernesses and national parks goes back to
Teddy Roosevelt; they are some of our great national treasures that we need to keep
for all future generations to enjoy.

In most other countries large forests and hunting rights are owned by private
interests, going back to the fiefdoms of the Middle Ages.

The US public lands which can be enjoyed by all, rich and poor, are one of great
democratic traditions of America and one of the American values that sets us apart
from most other countries.

Let's keep it that way!

Thank You!

Q-riﬁarden City
:J-J

406-728-5550

Don Skillicorn

4025 Flynn Lane
Missoula, Montana 59808
Work: 406-728-5550

Cell: 406-327-5404

dskillicorn@gardencityplumbing.com
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From: Donna Murphrey

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 11:16:00 AM

| asked you to allow the federal government to continue to manage our Montana public lands. Our
state politics seem to be so fractured that taking the chance for a state controlled government to
manage these could see dramatic changes will only the party in control’s interest being addressed. Our
public lands are what make Montana such a tourist destination as well as a state economic driver.
These need to be protected for the future, not just for the benefit of the current politicians.
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From: Duane Claypool

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 9:19:05 PM
Dear EQC,

I am writing to comment on SJ15 The Federal Land Study.

In regards to this study & this issue | want to comment that our public lands & national forests are not
for sale, transfer or disposal now, not as a last resort, not ever.

No court has ever found permanent reservation of United States national parks, national forests, wildlife
refuges or BLM land for the "benefit & enjoyment of the people" to be illegal, as some private interests
claim.

Myself & my family as well as all Montanans continue to cherish the priceless blessings of our public
lands - described by our first state legislature as "lands belonging to the citizens of the United States"

The federal public lands in Montana are a treasure that Montanans want & need to have stay in public
ownership not only from a recreation perspective but also from an economic perspective. These public
lands provide a multitude of important recreational benefits to Montanans as well as crucial economic
benefits as the people that use these public lands brings millions of dollars in economic benefit to
Montana communities. It is imperative that all Montana public lands stay in public ownership.

Please place me on the list to receive all future information on this issue.
Thank you,
Duane Claypool

911 South Sutton Avenue
Miles City, Mt 59301
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From: Dylan DesRosier

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: Public Comment, Federal Lands Study
Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 2:14:06 PM

To the MT Environmental Quality Council,

Although the challenges in contemporary federal lands management are
significant and complex, the transfer of pubic lands would not ultimately solve the
disputes between local communities, extractive industry, and the national interest in
conserving National Forests, Parks, Wilderness, BLM lands, Refuges, and the wildlife
therein. Nor would it resolve certainty issues, funding issues, accountability issues,
and/or environmental conflicts. The false claims of illegality surrounding our nation’s
public lands have never been validated and serve only limited exploitive interests.

Further, Montanans have the most at stake in any transfer or sale of federal
public lands. Montanans value our public lands as priceless landscapes that greatly
benefit our environment, our economy, our well being, and our future. They are not
for sale.

Dylan DesRosier
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From: Elaine Sedlack

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study

Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 9:58:12 PM

| am opposed to Montana or any other state attempting to take over Federal lands within their
state. Federal lands belong to all the citizens of the US to enjoy, not only the few rich people as in
parts of Europe where the general population is excluded. Montana cannot afford to manage all the
federal lands within its border and state laws require state lands to be money making to support
schools, etc. | am afraid that means the lands will be auctioned off to the highest bidder, thereby
excluding the average Montanan from hunting, fishing, hiking, biking, and generally enjoying these
lands as they do now.

The thing that attracts people to Montana are the large tracts of federal lands where they can
recreate or just enjoy the natural scene. That’s why people move to Montana, people in other states
without federal lands envy us, and tourists spend billions of dollars here.

What a waste of time, effort, and money to even consider taking over management of federal lands.
The federal lands in Montana were purchased by the federal government before Montana even

existed and should remain under federal management.

Elaine Sedlack
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From: Elizabeth Schenk

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 3:12:06 PM
Hello:

| am outraged to hear that our own Montana elected officials would even consider trying to put our
public lands for sale. They are not ever for sale. They are to be public in perpetuity, so we can all
have wild spaces, and recovery spaces for ourselves and other species. Also, an important and
underappreciated crucial role undisturbed public lands in national parks, national forests, wildlife
refuges, BLM lands provide is performing ecosystem services such as nutrient cycling, oxygen
formation, carbon storage, water filtration, snowpack holding, and other processes necessary for
human life. We need more undisturbed public lands, not less.

In Montana we are the very fortunate beneficiaries who live near these federally owned lands. Our
economy benefits, our people benefit and our environment benefits. This is priceless and any “sale”
would be a losing proposition. Private management of these lands would be at odds with the public
good, and would restrict access unfairly to the general public. This is neither fair nor wise. Please tell
our elected officials to not support this effort to privatize public lands, which will impoverish many
and further enrich the wealthy few.

Thank you,

Elizabeth Schenk, PhD, MHI, RN
Missoula, Montana

ecschenk@msn.com
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From: Emmons. David M.

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: land transfer/grab

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 4:59:17 PM

Dear Mr. Kolman,

I would like to add my voice to the thousands of others in this state who see this land transfer for what
it is, a brazen attempt to take lands reserved for all of the people and sell those lands, like some cheap
hustler, to private parties that will either close them to public access or mine, log, and otherwise exploit
them for private gain. Everything about this tea-party inspired land grab is noxious. If Montana wants
to go the way of some Texans and secede, then do it up front; don't hide behind some states right
rhetoric. It is obvious to anyone who has looked at this scheme that the state of Montana cannot afford
the loss of tax revenue and the cost of administering these lands. That being the case, the state of
Montana will have "no choice" but to manage these lands for maximum profit to private interests. | was
born in 1939; I've been a Montanan since 1967; | made my living teaching and writing history as a
member of the History Department at UM. In my personal and professional experience, | have never
witnessed anything more destructive of America's historical legacy, to the environment generally, and to
basic concepts of fairness than this proposed transfer of lands from the Federal Government to the
state. Thank you for your time.

David M. Emmons

Missoula, MT
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From: Eirst NameDean Center

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ15

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 8:25:40 PM
Mr. Kolman,

| have some comments on the work group report and recommendations under SJ 15.

First, the work group was small and based on the content of the report, | don't believe it was broadly
representative or truly bipartisan.

Second, the questions directed to county commissioners were very limited in number, severely limited
in breadth, and did not really get unbiased, useful information. For example, in the section on Public
Health, there were 6 questions and 3 of them, fully half, were about motorized recreation. What has
increasing motorized access to do with public health? Water "yield" was addressed, but not water
quality, suggesting that the questions were biased in favor of a preconceived agenda. How could there
not be many more questions to ask commisioners about the critical area of public health than two?
Since the constitutional requirement to promote a health environment was prominently cited in the
legislation, having such a skimpy portion of the survey devoted to public health issues clearly shows
that the work group did not address the legislative mandate.

Third, the field trip cited in the report looked at one water system in one forest. There are dozens of
others that could have been viewed to provide a more comprehensive perspective. For example, the
Bozeman water supply also comes from a reservoir on forest service land, which the forest also
manages as an intensely used recreational resource. This has been a highly successful cooperative
arrangement, and produces a very different image of the situation than Helena.

Fourth, the report regularly includes statements that are not supported by evidence. For example, it
states that big game habitat is adversely affected by wildfire, but a strong case can be made that, in
the longer term, improves habitat for huntable species by removing the overstory trees and allowing
increased food materials to grow in the cleared areas.

Fifth, the report does not address many factors contributing to problems with our forests. For example,
global warming is having an adverse effect on the forests, but there is no mention of the state
promoting efforts to slow the warming process. For another, the report implies that poor management
by the Forest Service, in part due to reduced funding, is having an adverse effect, but no where do
they suggest calling on Congress to increase funding for the USFS.

Finally, the report fails to use the evidence the work group obtained in their work. One study
commented that past fire suppression had contributed to the current high risk of catastrophic wildfire,
but the work group failed to recommend the state fund or perform controlled burns to remedy this
aspect. Similarly, another study reported that implementing building codes in the WUI could reduce
risk to structures and lives, but the work group failed to recommend the state develop stricter
regulations for development in the WUI, even though fighting wildfires in these areas costs taxpayers
money and puts our firefighters in jeopardy.

In my opinion, this report ultimately fails to meet the mandate contained in SJ 15 and should not be
used by the legislature in crafting solutions. A better effort by a more broadly representative committee
which produces more useful recommendations is needed.

Dean Center
Bozeman
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From: Erank Sedivy

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: transfer of federal lands

Date: Friday, August 08, 2014 4:30:44 PM

This is about the dumbest plan i have ever heard of. Our public land would none exestant in 50 to 100
years.
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From: Gail Trenfield

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 4:04:16 PM
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| am writing to express my concern that some of our federal public lands may be in danger of
being turned over to the state - where they may be more at risk than if they were managed by
the federal system, under which they have prospered. The development of federal public lands
is one of the most profoundly democratic acts in our history. The lands truly belong to us all.
The policies leading to these lands being part of a democratic commonwealth have been
emulated around the world.

Claims have been made that setting aside these lands for the public interest and enjoyment is
illegal, but, as you know, no court has ever found that this was the case.

Please do everything in your power to protect our federal lands, described by our first Montana
State Legislature as "lands belonging to citizens of the United States."

Thank you,

Gail Trenfield
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From: Gene & Linda Sentz

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 9:29:57 PM
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To whom it may concern:
Keep national public lands public, and national !
Any crazy notion to turn over federal lands to the states is insane.
It should never happen.
Gene Sentz
Choteau, MT 59422-0763
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From: Gerry Jennings

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 federal land study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 3:55:22 PM

The subject of federal land transfer to the states should have never even been thought about, never
mind being seriously considered. First off, it's another study to waste time and money and take these
precious resources away from more important government work and considerations.

Second, what problems have you found with federal management of the land? It is a very sneaky way
to get these lands in the hands of private people who will exploit them for their own purposes. Imagine
transferring these lands to the states. How many of our United States have the resources to manage
these lands? Most states are in debt or very close to it. Think of all the aspects of cost for managing
federal land: grazing permits, trail maintenance, fire suppression, road maintenance, trail heads,
security, safety, oversight, etc. There is not one state that can afford to care for lands transferred to its
budget.

It's an idea that should be forever buried. It's foolish, sneaky, and very expensive. There's also nothing
in anyone's state constitution stating that the states should be managing these lands.

I ask you on behalf of everyone who loves our federal public lands to reconsider this proposal and look
to the future. Our children deserve the same opportunities to use these lands, which will be forever
locked up, as we have had. Let's not take that away from them.

Gerry Jennings
317 Fox Drive
Great Falls, MT 59404
406-452-3476

Sent from my iPad
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From: Gessaman

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 9:49:42 AM

Dear Mr. Joe Kolman,

We the People need your help to keep our public lands and national forests
safe from the ever greedy corporate interests. We have plenty of land
available for corporate use but in many cases some irresponsible
corporations have left environmental disasters for the public to clean up.
Unfortunately, many corporations have so polluted the land, like the
Berkeley Pit in Butte, MT, that the public will have to pay for generations
before the polluted site can be reclaimed, if ever. Meanwhile, the
corporations look for unpolluted, uncontaminated, healthy lands like our
national forests and public lands to plunder for their own profit.

Once upon a time, many corporations were proud of their commitment to
the environment but with bottom line profits ruling most corporations today
we the public can no longer trust them. We taxpayers pay more to reclaim
polluted lands than the locals were ever paid in wages - the "jobs, jobs, jobs"
creation story by corporate interests is a travesty of truth and common
sense.

I do not want any more mining on public lands and definitely not in
national or state forests or parks.

I also agree with the following key points from the Montana Wilderness
Association as | enjoy hiking in our national forests and wilderness areas.
Please keep our public lands safe for future generations to enjoy. The
protection of our public lands from corporate plunder may be what keeps
our climate stable in the future as well. | am using plunder deliberately
because many corporations have stolen money from past, present, and
future taxpayers to clean up the environmental disasters they left behind
after taking the resources they were mining, drilling, etc. for.

1) Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or
disposal--not today, not as a last resort, not ever.

2) No court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks,
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national forests, wildlife refuges and BLM lands for the "benefit and
enjoyment of the people” to be illegal, as some private interests claim.

3) Montanans continue to cherish the priceless blessings of our public
lands-described by our first state legislature as "lands belonging to the
citizens of the United States."

Sincerely,

Kathleen Gessaman
1006 36th Ave NE
Great Falls, MT 59404
406-452-7106
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From: Glenn Hockett

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: EQC National Public Lands Study
Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 5:28:08 PM
Dear Joe:

Please tell the Environmental Quality Council that:

1. Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or disposal - not today,
not as a last resort, not ever.

2. No court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks, national forests,
wildlife refuges and BLM lands for the “benefit and enjoyment of the people” to be
illegal, as some private interests claim.

3. Montanans continue to cherish the priceless blessings of our public lands, which were
described by our first state legislature as “lands belonging to the citizens of the United
States.”

Please know that | oppose any transfer of national public lands to the State or any private
interests as contemplated in this study.

Sincerely
Glenn Hockett

745 Doane Rd.
Bozeman, MT 59718
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From: Gordon Whirry

To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: Bullock, Steve

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 8:08:46 PM

EQC Committee Members,

Having read your draft report for the SJ15 Federal Land Study, | am dismayed by the pro-
development tone it takes toward our cherished Federal lands. These have rightly been held in
trust for all citizens of this country and protected from narrow local economic interests for
generations. As Montanans we have reaped the benefits to our watersheds, wildlife, economy, and
recreational opportunities. Our public lands are the envy of the nation and a major engine for
economic growth. They attract those interested in our unique quality of life and provide beauty and
solitude not available elsewhere. My Montana family has enjoyed these natural treasures for 6
generations and will do our best to avoid privatization of these lands or transfer to State
management.

| seriously question the objectivity of this study and the extent of opportunities for public comment.
The questionnaire given to county commissioners seems slanted toward development, logging, and
transfer. The responses of 28 commissions should not be taken as representative of a majority of
Montanans. A transfer of federal lands to the state would have dire consequences for management
and be unlawful. These lands are owned by all for the benefit of all and should not be sacrificed for
private gain.

It seems to me that State collaboration with Federal agencies can improve management and
protection of our natural resources within existing structures.

Regards,

Gordon Whirry

Gordon Whirry Architecture

1912 4th Avenue North, Great Falls, MT 59401

Phone: (406) 452-4370 Fax: (406) 761-7031
.whirry@bresnan.net
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From: Gregg Messel

To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: neal@mtvoters.org

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Monday, August 04, 2014 1:18:04 PM

Dear Mr Kolman,

I moved to Montana over 20 years ago and have been visiting the state for over 40.
I have taken advantage of Federal lands using various accesses. | support the
current bill concerning Federal land usage. | object to the following:

1. Transfer or Sale of Federal lands to state, private landowners or other entities
2. Letting Montana assume control of federal lands

Montana has many Federal lands throughout the state which is a good thing for
Montanans. These lands provide opportunities to explore the outdoors. My children
have wonderful memories of adventures in the back country.

The possibility that states might sell-off these lands is too great. While
there needs to be improvements in federal-local relations in managing
federal public lands, we need to ensure that those lands are protected for
future generations.

| look forward to the comments and the final decision reached.

Regards

Gregg B Messel

P.O. Box 517

320 Second Avenue East
Three Forks, Mt. 59752-0517

406 581 7865
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From: Guy Dean Bateman

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 5:24:04 AM

As Americans and Montanans, we pride ourselves on our public lands:
our national parks, forests, wilderness areas and wildlife refuges. The
idea that each and every one of us owns these national treasures and
are free to enjoy them is uniquely American and part of our identity as
Montanans.

Unfortunately, powerful interests are now at work to tear the idea of
public land--the very essence of what makes Montana unique--to
shreds. Their aim is not to give more power to the state, but to auction
off these lands to the highest bidder. THIS IS TOTALLY
UNACCEPTABLE!!!

e Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or disposal--not
today, not as a last resort, not ever.

¢ No court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks, national
forests, wildlife refuges and BLM lands for the "benefit and enjoyment of the
people” to be illegal, as some private interests claim.

« Montanans continue to cherish the priceless blessings of our public
lands-described by our first state legislature as "lands belonging to
the citizens of the United States."

Unfortunately, the Montana State Legislature has a long history of doing very stupid
things. Please don't do yet another stupid thing. Federal lands need to remain in
federal ownership - after all, that just means that they are owned by ALL American
citizens, but we Montanans are lucky to have these lands in our backyards for our
quiet use and enjoyment. They also bring numerous out-of-staters to Montana,
where they leave millions of dollars in our local economy while they also enjoy these
lands. Changing the ownership patterns will destroy these dynamics, leaving us
much the poorer, in many respects, not just financial.

Guy Dean Bateman, Ph.D.
P.O. Box 1636

Poplar, MT 59255
406-768-5227
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From: Hal Herring

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: from hal herring in augusta, montana
Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 11:56:37 AM
Mr. Kolman,

| hope you are well, and having a good summer. | recognized your name from reading your byline
over the years in Montana newspapers, and from an interview you did with Poynter- | am a writer
and reporter and follow their sites.

I’'m writing today to express my wholehearted support for maintaining the legacy and heritage of
our public lands- National Forests, BLM, Bureau of Reclamation, and USFWS wildlife refuges.

I've lived in Montana for about 25 years, and have chosen to buy a home and raise my family here in
Augusta because of the ready access to public lands. We fish, hunt, swim, hike, cut firewood and
posts and poles, and generally live a lifestyle dependent on public access to healthy public lands.
These lands support the hunting and outfitting industry where we live. They are the incentive for
the thousands of visitors we have each year.

Our water supply- the aquifer that supports my home and property value and that of our entire
town is 100% dependent on the National Forest lands and the Scapegoat wilderness complex. If
those lands were in private hands, we would have no control over our water, and neither would the
thousands of farmers and ranchers on the eastern side of the Rockies from rogers Pass to Canada.
The north and South Forks of the Sun River feed Gibson and Pishkun Reservoirs—that snowpack, all
on public land, feeds the USGS canal without which Fairfield, Montana, “the Malting Barley Capital
of the World” with 93,000 acres of land under irrigation from the Greenfields district- DOES NOT
EXIST. Watershed protection and the entire economy that depends on it, was a primary reason for
the public lands in the first place. If public lands are divested, the most profitable lands- the sources
of water, always more valuable than gold, will be the first areas sold into private hands. From there,
we will lose all autonomy, all property values, all private property rights.

Our BLM lands, where we hike, hunt antelope, shoot our guns, camp, and wander were America’s
brilliant answer to the Dust Bowl, to overgrazing and to the much vaunted “tragedy of the
commons” which was avoided by our forefathers by establishing the system of public lands. If
misguided politicians have their way and these lands are ever divested, one- small scale ranching in
the West will disappear over night. Two, we will face a Pandora’s Box of issues related to watershed
management, wildlife management, soils conservation, long term viability of the lands, US
sovereignty (who among us cannot see the international hunger from China, the Saudis and others,
to acquire land in nations where the rule of law generally prevails?). There is not single answer in
that Pandora’s Box that will be as good as the ones that we came up with in the period between
1900-1976. Times change, and we adapt, but the key is to make sure that what you have is better or
equal to what you are giving up to change, and our system of public lands works on every level, and
is open to adaptation, albeit slowly and with healthy controversy over direction.

The legal mandate for the creation of the public estate is clear. The ownership by the American


mailto:herring@3rivers.net
mailto:jkolman@mt.gov

67

people of these lands is legally clear. Efforts to obfuscate this are egregious and ugly. The question
must be asked: what motivates the divestiture movement? We know from Terry Anderson of PERC
that, in 1999, the motivation for Anderson’s study of divestiture was motivated primarily by
ideology. Secondarily, the motivation was to enable more access to the lands by extractive industry.
No consequences were ever discussed in the reports from PERC. No extrapolation.

Please take note of my and my family’s wholehearted support of retaining our public lands heritage.
Thanks,

Hal Herring
406 562 3433
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From: Hallie Rugheimer

To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: Hallie Rugheimer

Subject: EQC study comment

Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 5:23:56 PM

Hello staff of Environmental Quality Council,

Time for Montana citizens to add to the public comments re: the study which is being proposed
and supported by out of state and other special interests which violate the lands which U. S.
citizens consider to be the people's lands and resources. Those of us, including my family
members, have chosen to live in Montana for 50 years now because of our natural resources
which are available to all residents and visitors to our state. | do not want to see change to the
identity that has been protected for even longer than the 50 years before the Wilderness Act in
1964. | am in agreement with the Montana Wilderness Association and an advocate for the
protection of Montana's resources. Briefly stated and in unison with others | submit the
following:
o Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or disposal - not today, not as a
last resort, not ever.
e No court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks, national forests, wildlife
refuges and BLM lands for the “benefit and enjoyment of the people” to be illegal, as some
private interests claim.
« Montanans continue to cherish the priceless blessings of our public lands, which were described
by our first state legislature as “lands belonging to the citizens of the United States.”
e This insures that the heritage of the past will continue forward into the future for generations to
come.

Respectfully submitted: Dated August 14, 2014
Hallie Rugheimer

678 Flathead Crk. Rd.

Wilsall, MT 59086
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From: Harold Johns

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 9:56:04 PM

I am opposed to transfer of public lands to states: States cannot afford to manage
that land, fire suppression costs are prohibitive, a new state agency would be
required. As a result of inability to finance those lands the state would have to sell
them or at least part of them. The land would then pass from public to private
ownership. This what HR 2615 (passed in House recently) is all about. SJ15 on the

State level is being promoted for the same reason: Transferring public lands to
States so the wealthy buy them is the purpose of both.
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From: Harry

To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: neal@mtvoters.org

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 5:49:52 AM

Please keep our federal lands federal and find another more reasonable option. Why should
one state pay for all the states for these lands? What is not working? How is this better?
This needs further discussion and comment.

sincerely,
Harry Strong
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From: Harvey

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: Public Lands in Montana, SJ 15 Federal Land Study
Date: Sunday, July 27, 2014 8:24:58 AM

Good Morning: | am writing to express my total opposition to any plan to sue the
Federal Government to turn over our public lands to Montana or any other state.
Please include my comments in the public record of the SJ 15 Federal Lands Study,
and include me on the mailing list for all future meetings, reports, or requests for
comment.

| am a lifelong hunter, angler, hiker, camper, and wildlife watcher. | pursue all of these
activities on public lands in Montana and other states. | also grew up in eastern South
Dakota, a land without BLM or Forest Service lands. In that country, we either had to
ask permission from private landowners or use the road ditch. The few state owned
parks are too small for any real hunting, hiking or camping. Fishing was restricted to
small Fishing Access Sites or public lakes. Believe me, that is a pale shadow of the
opportunity available on Federal public lands in Montana and other states. That is the
future we are choosing if we sue to take over Federal Lands in Montana.

| oppose this concept for several reasons.

Montana does not have the financial resources to manage the vast Federal Estate.
Federal public lands are managed for a few income generating and a much higher
number of non-income generating activities such as hunting, fishing, wildlife watching,
hiking, mountain biking, backpacking, camping, driving for pleasure, sightseeing,
developed camping, huckleberry picking, mushroom picking, field trips for school kids,
boy scouts and others, maintaining high quality water for cities, towns and farmers for
irrigation, maintaining habitat for threatened or endangered species, and many
others. Or is the plan to increase fees for those activities that generate income and
assess a fee for all of the non-income generating activities? In addition, one good fire
season would bankrupt our state. Montana citizens have not shown any interest in
paying the much higher additional taxes that would be required to fund that
management.

Efforts to take over or dispose of Federal Public Lands ignores the work of Montana
farmers, ranchers, loggers, conservationists, local communities and local
governments to develop collaborative solutions to bridge the many and varied
interests in managing public lands in Montana. These efforts have resulted in
numerous positive outcomes and provides a good model for resolving differences
where they occur. These processes also increase local peoples ownership of
decisions on how to manage our public lands in their areas. These are win-win
solutions in which no one group gets everything they want but all get something they
can live with. That creates community, which is a positive outcome for Montana.

The predictable outcome of Montana taking over the Federal Public Lands is for them
to be sold to private interests. That would disenfranchise all Montanans now and in
the future. When that happens, these lands should be sold to the highest bidder to
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maximize the economic benefit to the state and to recoup the costs of managing
them. It's hard to imagine many Montanans competing in that marketplace. Ironically,
many of our traditional Montana ranchers, who may have been on the land for
several generations, who rely on public grazing land will also lose those lands. They
will be unable to compete in the public marketplace for the same lands they now
graze. When that happens, we will all be blocked from these same lands.

The alternative to selling these lands to the highest bidder would be to approve a
large number of sweetheart deals and who knows where that would lead especially
given the huge influence that big money has in politics these days. We can speculate
however based on what is happening here and elsewhere, and it doesn't look good
for the culture and traditions of Montana and the average Montanan.

It is in vogue now for politicians and others, who have their own agenda for public
land ownership or management and have never had to make decisions about
managing land for multiple uses, to criticize the Federal government. Unfortunately, in
those complaints, | have not seen many if any specifics. It may be easy to make
vague unsubstantiated complaints and develop a following. It is also very dishonest.

Federal Public Lands belong to all citizens of the United States. When | go to other
western states to recreate on public lands, | exercise my ownership rights. | do not
want to be disenfranchised under false premises.

| am fundamentally opposed to taking over Federal Public Lands by Montana or any
other state.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment on this ill advised proposal.

Harvey Nyberg

609 W Evelyn Street
Lewistown, MT 59457
406-366-6215
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Subject: EQC study - public comment

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 7:42:17 PM
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Hi, my name is Heather Bengtson and | have lived in Montana since | was 5 years
old. Montana's public lands make Montana an amazing place to visit, live, work and
grow up. This state has so much beauty, wonder, and adventure to offer.

Now I am no politician, and | don't know how everything with land management
works, but I do understand that it is very important and | definitely support it. My
concern about this report is that many are saying it will lead to the transfer of
federal public lands to the state. If that happens, how could the state afford to
handle all the expenses? Also, how would that improve the land management?
Would the state eventually have to sell some of our public lands to keep up
financially?

God has blessed us with beautiful landscapes here, please don't allow that blessing
to be transferred, divided and sold. The land He made was designed for us all, not
for a select few.

Thank you.

- Heather B
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From: Hilary Eisen

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 2:30:52 PM

Dear Mr. Kolman,

Please accept my comments on the SJ 15 Federal Land Study. As a life-long
Montanan | am incredibly proud of our great state. A Billings native and now a
Bozeman resident, | have also lived in Missoula, Whitefish, Red Lodge, Cooke City,
and Hungry Horse over the course of my 30 years. There is a common thread that
binds my choice of community, one that almost every Montana town shares but that
is unique to only a few states. This common thread is the close proximity to public
lands. Above all else, | value Montana for our public lands. | love that as an
American they are my lands, just as surely as the federal lands in Wyoming, Alaska,
Vermont, and elsewhere belong to me and all other Americans. | absolutely love that
| can visit federal public lands and hike, climb, ski, and explore to my hearts content.
In the summers | pick berries on these lands. The meat in my freezer comes from
public lands. | have introduced my young nieces to public lands and watched them
blossom with the opportunity for discovery. Almost all of my most memorable life
experiences have occurred while visiting and enjoying federal public lands. My
patriotism as an American stems from our public lands system and our nation's
recognition that some places belong in the public trust. These lands are more
meaningful than the economic value that can be extracted from them and, as much
as | love Montana, the federal lands within our borders are not exclusively
Montana's. Nor should they be.

Beyond my idealistic love of public lands for their intrinsic value, | believe that any
proposal to transfer federal lands to state ownership and/or potentially sell these
lands into private hands is ludicrous. From a practical perspective, managing vast
swaths of land takes vast amounts of money. Money Montana does not have. This
leaves the alterative of selling these lands, selling our cultural heritage and children's
inheritance out from under us. What becomes of Montana without public lands? It
seems the proponents of this study want to see some places, the postcard

places, become a private playground for the rich, while turning the rest of the state
into an industrial sacrifice zone with callus disregard for the immense biodiversity and
ecological value contained within our borders. This is not acceptable.

As a scientist (M.S. Wildlife Biology at the University of Montana) and a conservation
professional (currently Recreation Planning Coordinator at Winter Wildlands Alliance,
previously Public Land Advocate at the Greater Yellowstone Coalition) | have grave
concerns about the Federal Lands Study. In particular, | have two top concerns with
the details of this study.

First, | question the assumption that Montana would be able to reduce our fire season
if only we cut more trees. | have fought wildfires as a Forest Service employee and

studied bark beetles as a graduate student. There is not a one-size fits all solution to
bark beetles or wildfire management and, short of clearcutting all our forests, logging
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will not magically bring these issues under control. Bark beetles and higher-intensity
fire seasons are the result of many factors, including past timber management
practices that left us with millions of acres of similarly-aged trees, and above all,
climate change. Logging is just one tool in the toolbox to address these problems but
it is not the best tool in many situations. In addition, the study voices concern for
watershed health but completely ignores how all of this desired increase in logging
would drastically degrade our watersheds.

Second, | completely disagree with the study's call for more roads and

more motorized access. Again, the study expresses concerns about water quality but
ignores the absolutely irrefutable fact that roads degrade water quality. This is
particularly true for poorly maintained roads. Given, again, that Montana does not
have endless pots of money, | question how the Legislature proposes to maintain all
these new, or newly reopened, roads | would rather seen efforts devoted to
maintaining the millions of miles of roads that are already open and would be
accessible if only they were in better shape. The study also identifies issues with
invasive species. Roads are a conduit for spreading invasive species, not a solution.
In addition, as a wildlife biologist, | am deeply concerned about the impacts all these
new roads will have on our wildlife. EIk, moose, deer, and many other species

are negatively impacted by roads on the landscape. If we want to maintain or grown
our wildlife heritage it is essential that we protect their habitat. Habitat protection is
incompatible with an extensive road system as elk and other wildlife require hiding
cover and secure areas. Finally, as somebody who values public lands because | like
to get away from roads and motor vehicles, this proposition flies in direct opposition to
my values.

The Federal Land Study seems to view Montana through the lens of the past and
looks backwards for solutions to present-day issues. Today Montana is increasingly
an amenity-driven economy but privatizing those amenities and squeezing

every mineral, log, and AUM out of our state while crisscrossing it with countless
roads will destroy the very reasons people and businesses want to move to Montana
today and in the future. Survey after survey have shown that Montanans value our
public lands and absolutely do not want to transfer them into state ownership. There
are many things that they majority of Montanans do not agree on, but on the issue of
federal-state land transfer, the consensus is an overwhelming “NO!”

There is one aspect of this study that | do support. | agree that there needs to be
some way to make it easier for volunteer groups to help the Forest Service and BLM,
be it will trail maintenance, weed eradication, or otherwise. | support the idea of
creating an affordable group insurance policy that covers liability for injuries.

Finally, there is absolutely no legal basis for transferring federal lands to state
ownership. Montana was carved out of the federal domain and the federal lands
within our borders have never belonged to the state. In addition, no court has ever
found permanent reservation of national parks, national forests, wildlife refuges and
BLM lands for the “benefit and enjoyment of the people” to be illegal. Again, public
lands belong to ALL Americans and it is Congress and the Executive Branch, not
State Legislatures and Governors, who can and should manage these lands. If our
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elected officials feel that the Forest Service and BLM are failing in their duties to
manage these lands then they should focus their efforts on lobbying Congress to fully
fund these agencies so that the professionals within them have the capacity to do
their jobs. Wasting taxpayer money on pointless studies to satisfy political agendas
does a disservice to Montanans, Americans, and the lands we love.

It is time for the State of Montana to move beyond political gimmicks and pointless
studies and start to focus on issues that matter. Federal lands belong to the
American people, not Montana. There are plenty of issues within the Legislatures
jurisdiction that deserve attention and | hope that this coming legislative session will
devote their attention to these issues rather than wasting any more time or taxpayer
money on fulfilling the fantasies of private corporations and individuals who do not
have the public’s best interest at heart.

Sincerely,
Hilary Eisen

Bozeman, MT



77

From: Holly Williams

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study

Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 9:39:26 AM

Please don’t destroy Teddy Roosevelt’s vision. It has given us so much joy to
vacation and enjoy the public lands that we hold so dear. Please keep the Montana
wilderness in Federal hands to ensure that future generations can experience our
amazing wilderness in its natural state.

Regards,
Holly Williams
New York, NY

+1.917.975.0143
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From: Hugh McFadden

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: J 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 9:01:49 PM

| live in the West because of public land. I've spent time in the Midwest and East
where someone owns every square inch and charges money for you to look at it,
much less walk across it, and forget hunting unless you know a farmer or can pay
heavily for the privilege. Who will buy public land? Well it won't be you and me. It will
be corporations and the rich. Think how it will be when you want to go for a hike in
the Bridgers. Pay to park in the corporate parking lot below the M. Pay to enter the
turnstile. Pay based on how much time or how many miles you walked when you get
back. Not for me. Not for you either if you think about it. This is one of the most evil
ideas I've ever heard. Do you want corporate Japan owning YNP? Can you foresee
the Private Prison Geyser Basin? Or McDonalds National Park? [ think not.

Please do not consider this idea seriously. We may be dumb, but we ain't stupid. |
do not want the likes of Mr. Trump and his buddies putting up a curtain so that | can't
see Mt. Ellis, or charging you and me to go look at wildflowers or ride a horse or a
motorcycle or a bicycle. Someone is behind this, and it isn't the common folks or the
middle class. Stop and think. Which of your constituents, your stakeholders, will
selling off the public land benefit? None of the two legged ones. Not one, except the
guy with the bucks to prevent us all from enjoying where we live.

| ask that you vote this idea down and treat it like a whack-a-mole whenever it pops
up.

Thank you.

Hugh McFadden
Bozeman
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From:
To:
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Jack and Gaynelle
Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date:

Monday, August 04, 2014 9:16:16 PM

Mr. Kolman:

I write in regards to the draft report of the Environmental Quality Council which
recommends a study of transfer of federal lands in Montana to the state. This, in
my opinion, is at best a misguided effort and at worst an effort which, if successful,
would cost the state of Montana dearly in many ways. First, and most important,
the state of Montana has no financial capacity to manage these lands and would
have to sell most or all of them to private concerns. This would be catastrophic to
the hunting, fishing, and wildlife habitat.

I urge rethinking and rewriting of the draft report to include the following points:

Remove recommendation #11 from the draft report and any other reference to
pursuing a transfer or sale to states, private landowners, or any other entities.

Montanans overwhelmingly oppose having the state of Montana assume full
control of managing federal lands inside the state and having Montana
taxpayers pay all resulting costs to manage those lands and fight fires.

Protecting public lands in Montana has been a good thing for Montana and has
led to opportunities for children to explore and learn, protected clean water,
provided opportunities for hunting, fishing, and outdoor recreation, and
improved our quality of life.

The possibility that states might sell-off these lands is too great. While there
needs to be improvements in federal-local relations in managing federal public
lands, we need to ensure that those lands are protected for future generations.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Stamm
2 Donlan Flats Rd.
St. Regis, MT 59866
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From: Jack Conner

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 6:04:24 PM

If the interests which are trying to take our federal lands away from us are trying to
start an actual revolution, then they're on the right track. There is no way even one
square inch of land should be granted, given or sold to ANY private individual or
state. This is totally absurd. The land is there for all of us to enjoy in our own
private way(s) physically or mentally. Losing any of our federal lands is a loss of
one of our freedoms and part of our American heritage. | can't believe this!


mailto:olbuflo@hotmail.com
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From: Jack kligerman

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: Wilderness

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 7:36:53 AM

Once lost, wilderness is irreplaceable. Our legacy to future Americans is our land. It
must be preserved.

Jack Kligerman
Bozeman, MT
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From: Jan and John Wilson

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: Public lands disposal

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 3:46:27 PM

EQC Members,

The long-term multi-use value of public lands...federal, state and local... to Montana and
Montana residents is huge. The idea that transferring, selling or otherwise disposing of
Montana public lands on a system-wide basis makes bad economic sense and clearly is not
in the best interests of Montanans, particularly future generations. | don’t expect to
convince the advocates of this foolish measure to agree with me as clearly they are special
interests whom stand to benefit personally from transferring public lands. This measure
smacks of personal greed to the detriment of present and future generations of Montanans

and | strongly oppose it.

John Wilson
405 Monroe Ave.
Helena, MT 59601
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From: JaneDoug HortonHolly

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 9:01:59 PM

For all EQC members:
I have three points provided by an organization | respect, and | have my own points
which follow:

e Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or disposal--not
today, not as a last resort, not ever.

e No court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks, national
forests, wildlife refuges and BLM lands for the "benefit and enjoyment of the
people" to be illegal, as some private interests claim.

e Montanans continue to cherish the priceless blessings of our public lands-
described by our first state legislature as "lands belonging to the citizens of the
United States.”

There are fatal flaws in this idea of states taking on management of our federal
lands. First and foremost, they are public lands, destined to be open to all citizens
and visitors to this great country. Our predecessors had incredible insight to
visualize what these open landscapes would provide to all. Yes, access is a wrinkle
in that statement | just made, but still, the majority of these lands is accessible.
Roads, rivers, trails, flights are all available transportation alternatives into these
great spaces of our federal lands. It is absolutely unique to our United States, for
example, how someone from Tasmania can visit our national monuments, our
national forests, without any barriers. How would it change if it was transferred to
state ownership? It is an unknown.

The transfer of federal lands to state ownership and management is a thinly veiled
corporate takeover of federal/PUBLIC land. The unknown extent of

natural resources contained in these landscapes is such a draw for these stock
holder corporations. To access these resources, these companies must navigate the
legal protections in place with our publicly instated National Environmental Policy
Act and other protections of our land, our water and our air. In Montana, we have
our own MEPA, but with the past few legislative sessions, both it, and at the national
level, NEPAL, have been compromised at the expense of the ground.

Another flaw is the funding to support all the increased points of management, if we
remove the infrastructure that exists with the federal systems and reinvent new
infrastructure in each state. Think of the time that this transition would take that
would be lost and all of the on-the-ground management time lost in what is already
a plate-full for existing efforts. And how will we fund and staff this proposition? If
the funding that has been cut and cut and cut from our USDA and USBI could be
restored, these dependent agencies would be staffed and funded to better
accomplish this work that needs to be done, and NOT have our lands sold to the
highest(?) bidder.

The tenor of all questions asked of the 35 counties failed to be unbiased. The
guestions were geared towards the obvious concerns such as wildfire or water
guality, but asked no questions about the advantages of having these broad
landscapes of federal land. Tourism and hunting dollars are extremely significant in
most of these counties, | suspect, and with the change in management, there may
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be some changes in how the public will use these landscapes. And the focus on
wildfire is understandable, but measures are being taken across the damaged forests
by federal agencies to mitigate and reduce the wildfire risks.

And why do we have such an issue with wildfire in forested lands anyway? It is
because of a flaw in county planning efforts that have allowed "freedom™ to develop
subdivisions in forested lands, wild-land urban interface lands, with serious fire risk
for these homes. 1 think that needs to be discussed ad nauseum, as an example of
how poorly states and counties have handled urban planning and risk management.
The highest fire fighting cost is directly and positively related to WUI fires.

Weeds are another topic that needs to be fairly addressed. Yes, weeds are found on
our public federal lands, and they are found on county, private, city, ALL lands!
They are a force to be reckoned with, that is certain. These weeds are not a point
of contention about how public federal lands are managed, as the areas of forest

I visit have very few weeds...I travel the entire state, and see our suite of noxious
weeds exhibited on all |

I am extremely concerned about the path this EQC effort is taking. There needs to
be a well rounded approach, if there is to be research like this done for pending
bills. I must say also, that | did not really hear much about this project and its
potential impacts on our general well being, our public lands, as well as the fiscal
impacts, should any of this outrageous legislation come to pass. We need to
properly manage our public lands, and we have a long standing working template to
use...the United States Forest Service, the Bureau of Land Management, the National
Park System...and why is the National Park System not a higher profile in the
document? That is a concern to me, as that is going to be right with the rest of the
federal land grab.

Jane Horton
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From: JaneDoug HortonHolly

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ-15 Federal Land Study.

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 5:29:42 PM

After just finishing reading this document, having dinner, thinking some more about
it, I must respond with a resounding "NO".

Another thinly veiled land grab attempt using sketchy reasoning and made up
problems.

Over twenty years a concerted effort to cut funding to the responsible agencies
for public lands has resulted in the inability to properly do their jobs. Now all these
'‘problems' are used as a excuse for this study.

Restore these agencies to the levels to which they can once again provide the
services to all of our public lands, and maintain these landscapes for all Americans
well into the future. There is nothing like what we have anywhere in the world, this
is a part of the American fabric that make us special, 1 do not want these lands
going to the highest bidder, which in the endgame, is what this study is all about.

Doug Holly


mailto:hollhort@gmail.com
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From: janeti@cyberport.net

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Friday, August 15, 2014 10:24:45 AM
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NO to transferring our federal public lands to the State!!!!ll People from

all over Montana and the whole U.S. come here to enjoy these open
beautiful lands.

ABSOLUTELY NO ! to transferring these lands to the State.

Jane Timmerman
186 Rosewood Dr. Apt. A
Kalispell, Mt.
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From: Jean Dickey

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: "SJ 15 Federal Land Study"

Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 11:38:51 AM

Dear Mr. Kolman:

| write to express my strong opposition to the sale of US public lands to
any other entity, be it state or private. Our national forests and public lands
should not be for sale, transfer or disposal--not today, not as a last resort,
not ever.

The legacy of our national forests, wildernesses and national parks goes
back to Teddy Roosevelt; they are some of our great national treasures
that we need to keep for all future generations to enjoy.

The US public lands were set out for all Americans to enjoy, they are an
example of one of values that sets us apart from most other countries. No
court has ever found permanent reservation of national parks, national
forests, wildlife refuges and BLM lands for the "benefit and enjoyment of
the people" to be illegal, as some private interests claim.

Montanans and all who visit this great state continue to cherish the
priceless blessings of our public lands-described by our first state
legislature as "lands belonging to the citizens of the United States."

Please do your part to ensure we don't lose these great treasures.
Jean Dickey

PO Box 1345
Seeley Lake, MT 59868
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From: Jim & Jeanne Clark

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 12:14:54 PM
Mr. Kolman:

I enjoy our current Federal public lands and having access to them.

I do not believe Federal public lands should be taken over by the State of Montana. |
fear this would end up being a kind of 'land grab' motivated by political desires and
not be in the best interest of the general public.

I am a faithful voter who is not party-bound. | vote for the person or issue | believe
represents what | believe to be the best for the general public, not a special interest
of any kind, be that personal or corporate. Therefore, | would not vote for anyone
who supports a State takeover of our Federal public lands.

I look forward to continued use of our Federal public lands, without State
involvement.

Jim Clark
Missoula, MT
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From: Jim Allard

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 9:27:59 PM
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Dear Mr. Kolman,

I've lived in Bozeman for 40 years and | hike, camp, and hunt on public land. | very,
very strongly oppose any plan to dispose of, or even to consider disposing of, public lands.

Sincerely,

Jm Allard

2121 STracy Ave
Bozeman, MT 59715
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From: Jim Merifield

To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: Murphy, Maren; Hathaway, Mike; Steve Daines; Schreck, Julie -FS; Jennifer Fielder
Subject: SJ15 Federal Lands Study

Date: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 9:51:17 PM

Sir:

Public Lands Comments

Tell the Environmental Quality Council that...

<!--[if lsupportlLists]-->e  <!--[endif]-->Our national forests and public lands are not for
sale, they shall remain public lands even if transfer ‘management wise’ is to a state (and
that transfer must be economically supported and not cause the state or its citizens
financial hardships). Disposal is not an option--not today, not as a last resort, not
ever.

<!--[if IsupportLists]-->e  <!--[endif]-->Continue smart use of Forest service and BLM and
DNRC lands through lumber sales by reducing dead fire fuels. An entire forest
bounded area need not be the goal fire hazard reduction, but priority on fire hazard
areas bounding communities, private land, utilities and water ways should be a priority.

<!|--[if IsupportLists]-->e  <!--[endif]-->Continue to get more existing public land roads open
to motorized use (ATV, Motorbikes, snowmobiles, chain saw use, etc.). ‘Wilderness’
means access only by foot or horse and be quiet doing so. Thus, many public lands are
NOT accessible by many Montanans. If you can’t walk ten miles or ride a horse — you
can't get there to enjoy it. Montana FW&P information shows wildlife are more
spooked by quiet personnel (hunters and hikers) than by motorized vehicles. They hear
the latter coming and move some till it hears the vehicle pass on by.

<|--[if lsupportLists]-->e  <!--[endif]-->] don’'t see the need to hire more attorneys. The
attorneys the state has now should suffice.

<!--[if IsupportLists]-->e <l--[endif]-->Montanans continue to cherish the priceless
blessings of our public lands-described by our first state legislature as "lands belonging
to the citizens of the United States.” Let’s make it more so.

James Merifield
Missoula MT
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From:
To:
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Joe and Tani Campbell
Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date:

Thursday, August 14, 2014 12:22:45 PM

Dear Joe,

o ltistroubling that your short-sighted committee is considering taking over

the ownership and administration of any federal lands in Montana.

« The short-term economic objectives of your sponsors, like Exxon
Oil and the notorious Koch brothers, should not be a part of any
Montana political agenda. Selling or taking over public land that
belongs to all citizens of the US is a very sick objective.

Our national forests and public lands are not for sale, transfer or
disposal. Never have been.....never will be.

You and your committee are wasting Montana tax dollars by
attempting to “steal” land that belongs to all the citizens of the
United States. No court has ever found permanent reservation of
national parks, national forests, wildlife refuges and BLM lands
for the "benefit and enjoyment of the people” to be illegal, as some
of your “cronies” in private interests claim.

We Montanans (my wife and | are both 4th generation) continue
to cherish the priceless blessings of our public lands-described by
our first state legislature as "lands belonging to the citizens of the
United States.” Be advised that we intend to keep it that way.
Public means public, to be enjoyed by future generations...not
something to be squandered to private business interests to
further line their pockets.

Please advise your committee to spend their time on more worthwhile
and productive issues. We have a lot of needs in this state that have
not been met. Stealing federal lands, that the state is not qualified to
manage, with the intent of turning control over to short-term business
interests or mis-managing them at the state level, is not a good way to
invest our tax dollars.


mailto:dearborn@montanavision.net
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Thanks for your time...
Joseph G. Campbell

Po Box 509

Augusta, Montana 59410
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From: Joe Newman

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 10:45:16 PM

I am adamantly opposed to any transfer of any land from the Federal government to
any state. | believe it is almost inevitable that just about any state would eventually
be driven by moneyed interests to sell that land to the highest bidder in order to
pay its bills, and that the ownership of that land would be such a drain on a state's
revenues as to actually provoke such a sale. Nor do | believe that states can do a
better job of managing those lands. They would be continually tempted to sell off
timber and minerals in order to pay for the management of those lands, to the great
detriment of those lands. | think this is just another grab of wealth from the people
to the oligarchs, at a time when oligarchy needs to be reigned in, not promoted.
These lands don't need to be raped to save the people living near them with a
living. There is money to be made from pristine land, which provides tourism with
vistas and wildlife and provides farms and ranches with water, timber, and clean air
and grass.

Joe Newman

Cardwell

Montana

59721
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From: John Ashley

To: "jkolman@mt.gov"

Subject: SJ 15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 2:49:10 PM

To the Environmental Quality Council —

| have read with interest your Draft Report “Evaluating Federal Land Management in Montana”. As
a 30 plus year resident of Montana, as well as a PROUD American, | am deeply dismayed by your
suggestions that the management of our cherished public lands should be transferred to the state.
For the record, | am OPPOSED to this idea. Our public lands and national forests are part of
America — not just Montana — and they belong to everyone — not just those whose short term
interests are extraction, development, privatization, and enhanced political status. Montana’s
beautiful environment has a long history of being plundered by mining, logging, and now gas/oil
extraction to the detriment of our air, water, and quality of life. Those who reaped the profits are
long gone, but the scars and polluted streams still remain. We who live in Montana choose to live
here for more reasons than economic gain — we value our nearness to true wilderness — not how
close we are to a road. We enjoy hiking and hunting in quiet solitude — not every forest needs a
road and motorized access for the public to enjoy it. People from around the world come to
experience our forests, wilderness areas, and national forests, and they contribute greatly to our
long-term economy — they are a true renewable resource. We proudly state that Montana is the
“Last Best Place” — | am whole-heartedly opposed to the idea of our state politicians managing our
nation’s public forests and lands for short term profit at the risk of making our state look just like
everywhere else.

| have no confidence that placing public lands in the hands of State Management will keep our lands
safe for future generations to enjoy, nor will it provide a “clean and healthful” environment as
mandated by our own Montana Constitution.

| appreciate your consideration of this taxpayer and voter’s opinion,
John Ashley
PO BOX 6517

833 Colt Road
Bozeman, Montana 59772

Scanned with MAfee MX host server.
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From: John Mundinger

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study

Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:52:15 AM

Re: SJ15 Federal Land Study
Dear Mr. Kolman

The belief that federal lands in Montana ought to be managed to promote greater economic activity
appears to be the primary conclusion drawn from the EQC report, Evaluating Federal Land
Management. That result is not surprising because the survey that was sent to the Boards of
Commissioners appears to have been crafted to yield that result.

It is clear that a significant majority of the county commissioners desire greater economic activity
from the federal lands. However, except to document that expectation, the report contains no
information to suggest the capacity of federal lands to sustainably support increased economic
activity. Given the history of resource extraction from the federal lands, it is understandable that
local governments might expect greater economic activity. However, it also is clear from that history
that much of that resource extraction was not sustainable. Minerals are not renewable resources.
Most of the high value, accessible timber has gone to the mill and those trees have not been
replaced. It would make more sense to align expectations with resource capacity. However, that is
not possible because this report does not document capacity.

It should also be noted that federal lands belong to all Americans — not just the people who had the
opportunity to respond to EQC’s survey. Responsible management of our federal lands must be
responsive to the legitimate interests of all citizens, not just the local governments.

Thank you for considering my comments.
John Mundinger

1414 Hauser Blvd.
Helena MT 59601
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From: john parker
To: Kolman, Joe
Subject: Public Lands
Date: Thursday, August 14, 2014 10:00:13 AM

96

Please do all you can to keep the public lands where they are and where they
belong, with the people. Once in state hands, the lands will soon go to the highest
bidder.

Thank You,

John Parker

601 Longstaff

Missoula, Mt 59833
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From: John Repke

To: Kolman, Joe

Subject: SJ15 Federal Land Study

Date: Saturday, August 16, 2014 10:32:46 PM

Dear Mr. Kolman,

I have read through the draft report on the SJ15 Federal Land Study. There is no
doubt that the management of 25% of the land within the borders of Montana is an
important issue. | applaud the work done by the committee to study this issue and
prepare a clear, well organized report on the findings.

In general, | support the recommendations. In particular, | fully agree with the
recommendations which seek to establish better communication and joint
cooperation between local state/local authorities and representatives of the federal
agencies.

The only recommendation that | object to is number 11. 1 strongly believe that the
very low threshold as stated in recommendation 11 for pursuing transfer of
ownership will create a disincentive for certain parties to commit to the success of
‘'other options' as referenced in earlier recommendations. Furthermore, | believe it is
very premature to even consider transfer of ownership, let alone pursue it, without
an exhaustive analysis of the impact of such a significant and fundamental change.

I did not see any compelling arguments or rationale articulated in the report which
clearly defined the benefits of state ownership to the citizens of Montana (and, for
that matter, the US). | therefore request that recommendation 11 be struck from
the report.

Regarding the transfer of ownership - | believe this is a very dangerous slippery
slope. Federal ownership of land in Montana and the western US has been
overwhelming positive. While there may be specific management policies and
practices that could be improved, | believe it is extremely short sighted to address
these issues by taking drastic, irreversible action. Our forefathers had the wisdom
to set aside this land and we should not take our stewardship of that legacy lightly -
nor let it be driven by a few with short term interests.

Thank you for consideration of my comments.
John Repke

411 Sunset View Ct.
Whitefish, MT
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