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The Forest Service has rejected a formal appeal of its management plans for four Southern California forests, disagreeing
with environmental groups' arguments that the plans will allow the continued degradation of natural resources and might
increase the risk of wildfires.

The decision by Forest Service Chief Gail Kimbell's office was sent today to Agriculture Secretary Ed Schafer for
review. The decision found that the regional forester had met all legal requirements in signing off on the four management
plans.

Certified in 2006, the plans will guide stewardship of the Angeles, Cleveland, Los Padres and San Bernardino forests for
10 to 15 years.

Environmental groups -- including the Center for Biological Diversity, the Sierra Club, the Natural Resources Defense
Council, Defenders of Wildlife and the Wilderness Society -- had argued the plans could have an adverse effect on
imperiled species and increase road building.

In addition to concerns about incursions into roadless areas, the groups objected to planned increases in motorized vehicle
use, mining, oil and gas drilling, livestock grazing and the construction of transportation and utility corridors.

The groups said the final environmental impact statement for the plans failed to adequately describe the environmental
baseline for coastal sage scrub because of a discrepancy in numbers on the total acres of scrub in the four forests used in
an analysis of fuels treatments.

While the reviewing officer for the Forest Service chief, Charles Myers, agreed the discrepancies had to be corrected, he
said there is no specific requirement in the National Environmental Policy Act to describe an environmental baseline.

The decision was a blow for the groups, which believe the Forest Service is cavalier in its handling of the management
plans.

"They believe forest plans don't result in any tangible effect on the ground, that it's just a broad guidance document that has
no environmental effect," said David Hogan, conservation manager for the Center for Biological Diversity. "They're
broad, have no effect. They do this to avoid critical analysis of how to avoid environmental impacts."

The Forest Service rejected a similar formal appeal by the state of California last year to protect wild roadless areas on
the four national forests, resulting in a February 2008 lawsuit by the state.

Hogan said the group is considering several responses to the Forest Service, including coupling its challenge with
California's lawsuit


