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March 23, 1999


Grand Canyon National Park


Attn.: Wildlife Biologist


P.O. Box 129


Grand Canyon, AZ  86023


Email:  grca_wildlife_bioligist@nps.gov


Dear Wildlife Biologists and other relevant park employees,


I am writing regarding the Grand Canyon National Park proposal to log in order to promote forest restoration.  The Ecology Center is strongly opposed to any logging within our National Parks.  This proposal concerns us deeply due to the fact that it will set an extremely dangerous precedent for the future management of this and other National Parks.  This proposal could lead to extensive 

logging of our National Parks under the guise of forest restoration.  Forest restoration is becoming the motivation(excuse) behind the majority of activities on our federal lands these days.  It seems, that at least in our National Parks, natural ecosystem processes should be able to restore an area.  The Ecology Center strongly believes that National Parks should be allowed to regenerate on their own.  We feel that national parks need to be held to the highest standards of protection, thus it is imperative that the National Park Service avoids establishing any precedence that will undermine park preservation. 

Secondly,  the location of this proposed timber harvest is with in an area that has been recommended for wilderness designation.  We strongly believe that allowing experimental restoration treatments, no matter what degree of intensity, in a proposed wilderness area could prevent the area from being designated as wilderness at a later time.  We do not believe that there should be any activities in an area recommended for wilderness, that would remove its wilderness characteristics.  

The proposed actions are based upon a pre-settlement reconstruction "restoration" model, which is basically an extreme forest thinning project.  This type of experiment should not be 

practiced in the Park because of its extreme nature and because of its conceptual flaws.  In addition, areas across northern Arizona that have been "restored" using this model are structurally simplified to 

degree that makes them unsuitable for many wildlife species.  Is the exclusion of wildlife species one of the intended goals with this project?  If this project goes forward, won’t it be difficult to avoid the exclusion of wildlife species from this area? To our knowledge one has attempted any forest restoration 

experimentation within the mixed conifer ecotype.  The park should not 

initiate experimental restoration treatments within this ecotype until 

knowledge about the restoration of this ecotype is gained elsewhere.

If there must be restoration that takes place, we strongly advocate the use of minimalist restoration methods that are compatible with the purpose, needs and values of a national park.  An example of such treatments would be to base activities on a "walk-in, walk-out" model that fells no trees greater than 5 inches in diameter and involves no removal of the downed trees from the restoration site.

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on this proposal.  Please keep the Ecology Center on the mailing list for this project.  Please do not log in the National Parks. 

Sincerely,

Deborah Kmon

Ecosystem Defense

