cmarler@stevenspas To: roadlessdeis@is.fed us
s5.com
05/31/00 O7-55 AM o

Subject: Comment from the Stevens Pass Ski Resort on Roadless Area
Conservaton Proposed Rule

Stevens Pass 7a,b

Greetgs USDR Forest Service--CAET: The Stevens Pass Ski Hesort dees nos
opposehe proposed rule. We support the genesral philesohy of protecting
roadles reas for thelr inherent values--acasystem health, wildlifs=
habitat M@ ources of pure watesr, undisturbed landscap=s, etc. However, we deo
believe i} is vital to preserve language in the proposed rule, specifically
section 294 .14 [scope and applicabilicy), which allows existing special use
permit holders to continue to develop lands within their permit boundaries,
even 1T they are now part of the roasdless land base. This Elexibility is
ecsantial to more clogely mest the public's desire for wincer-based
developed recreation.

We do have one eoncern, In paragraph 2 of 29%4.14 is this sentence:
"Reguests to expand permitred use would be subject to the prohibition in
£2%4.12." We larerpret this sSentence as referring ra permit boundary
expansion into inventoried roadlese areas that night abe adjscent to
existing ski resorts. Stevens Pass believes the pronibition should nck
apply to permic boundary expansion into a roadiess area if suitable NEDA
analysis [through an EIS) indicates the overwhelming value of guch boundary
SYpaANElon.

-0 addition, we believe that the consideration of rcadless area
ongervation durlng forset plan revisiens should give serlous welght te the
values of ski areas parmit boundary expansion into areas that are fot oow
roaled | but not now part of the inventoried roadless areas!. In other
words, io pot preslude during the forest plan revision procegs, withouto
thorough analysis, ski area permic boundary expansieon where the public nesd
iz strong.

dincerely,

Chester Marler
stevens Psgs Bkl Hesort

Ty e m cm g s e
Vi o ol

206-812-4%510
B, 0. Box 98, Skykomish, WA g9s2gs



