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INTRODUCTION

On November 8 and 15, 2004 the MN DNR published a notice of the proposed reclassification and road/trail
designation for State Forest Lands in Hubbard County in the State Register (pages 518-519.) The proposals were
described in MN DNR statewide news releases dated November 9, 2004 and December 21, 2004. The notice was
also published in the legal newspaper for Hubbard County. A public informational open house on the proposed
reclassification and trail designations was held on January 12, 2005 in Park Rapids, MN to explain the proposal and
to receive comments. The public comment period ended on January 28, 2005.

The DNR received numerous letters, comments, cards and petitions during the planning process and prior to the
official comment period. The information and comments were considered in the draft plan. These Web-posted
Response to Comments are a compilation of the 421 commenters’ statements. The draft proposals were improved
and clarified as a result of the public review process. (A total of 1990 comments were cross-linked to a formal DNR
agency response. Numbers that include a letter such as 1412a were added after the initial numbering system was
initiated. Each comment form, letter, or email was transcribed as received. The transcription process maintained the
content of the comment to the best extent possible. Greetings, closings or personal attacks were not subscribed.
There was no attempt to correct spelling, grammer, or misrepresentation of facts. There may be some errors due to
illegible handwriting or typing errors by the transcribers. The Response to Comment Document includes all
comment letters, emails and comment forms that were received during the official comment period. All comments
have been individually entered and cross-linked to a formal category and response.)

The DNR used a content analysis process to develop the agency’s response to concerns expressed by the public.
Related comments were grouped together into topics prior to developing an agency response. Some topics are of a
general nature (e.g. State Forest Management Obijectives), while others are site specific (e.g. individual trail
segments). Comments that expressed a concern or opinion but that were not directly pertinent to the classification or
road/trail use designation were assigned to a miscellaneous category.

For each of the 25 categories, a succinct summary of the concerns was prepared by the DNR with input from
Hubbard County. This is followed by a list of all the comments that were grouped under the topic (with hyperlinks
to the original comments). The agency response to the topic is then presented.

Appendix A is a record of the comments that were received before the official comment period was opened. The
entire Response to Comments document is available to download from the DNR Web site at:
www.dnr.state.mn.us/input/mgmtplans/ohv/designation/status.html CD copies are also available by contacting the
DNR Regional Planner at: 218-755-3954

The DNR appreciates the time and effort of everyone who commented on the proposals. The draft proposals were
improved and clarified as a result of the public review process. The DNR’s motor vehicle use classification and road
and trail use designation decisions for state forest lands in Hubbard County will be based on the draft proposal and
the response to comments. The classification and road and trail designations will be implemented by publication of
a written order of the Commissioner of Natural Resources published in the State Register.
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COMPILATION OF COMMENTS

Transcribed comments are presented below. The transcription process maintained the content of the comment to the
extent possible. Greetings, closings or personal attacks were not transcribed. There was no attempt to correct
spelling, grammar, or misrepresentation of facts. There may be some errors due to illegible handwriting or typing
errors by the transcribers. The comments are listed in alphabetical order by the last name of the person submitting
the comment.

The numbers and letters to the left of the comments are hyperlinked to the topics that are addressed in the agency
response section of this document.

1. Aasen, Bob
We are being kept off trails forcing users to go were they are not wanted. We need to provide
more trails to stop damage that has been done. The same thing was done in the past with
snowmobiles. We used to drive on private land and now have a wonderful trail system to use in
Minnesota. There isn't a problem with snowmobiles and there doesn't have to be one with ATV
product. All we are asking for is additional trail system to enjoy our sport.
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2. Adams, Mary

Kindly include this letter in the input you have requested. As you will note, | am supportive
of designated trails.....however, opposed to connecting trails, the creation of approximately 9 miles of
technically "more challenge" area for ORV's and the proximity to wetland areas for the reasons noted
below. In a nutshell....No......this plan must be changed to ecologically, environmentally less
destructive to forest lands and enforceable.

On Jan. 12, 6:00p.m. DNR and Hubbard County Commissioners will hold an open house at
the Park Rapids High School.. At that time the plan for motorized use of the Paul Bunyan State Forest
will be presented. | believe the citizens of this county need to be aware of the impact this will have on
the Bunyan and surrounding public/ private land. Establishing designated trails is a good thing,
however, it becomes an increasingly complicated scenario.

ATV's have a tremendous impact on the land, water and wildlife.  Riding directly on
vegetation, soil, streambeds, and wetlands for most of the year, without a snow cushion, will
negatively effect the environment. ATV's are marketed to run off-trail, through mud, up hills, through
streams, seeking ever more challenging terrain.

How will trail use be enforced and are there enough dedicated funds available to maintain and
repair the inevitable damage that will occur?

Ditch use is also a big issue with local and summer residents. Damage to driveways and
resulting erosion creates an eyesore, particularely in an area that prides itself on scenic beauty!

Nine miles has been designated for more agressive forms of motorized recreation. Would not
private lands be more appropriate for such use? This approach would be more easily planned,
managed, enforced, maintained and funded through user fees.

OHYV trails should be confined east of Spur |. There are already 115 miles in the dirt bike
system which encompasses over half of the southern sector of PBSF. The Beaver Lakes Trail is the
southern boundary of the "Gulch Lakes Management Area." Opening the Trail to ATV's will only
invite illegal off road use.

How do we protect large segments of public land for future generations? By establishing
""connector routes" from communities to PBSF we run the danger of transforming the land into a haven
for motorized vehicle use. It sets the stage for the spread of invasive species throughout the area.

What does public research tell us about Minnesotans and their environment? MPCA
Governor's Forums: In forums across the state citizens said that environmental regulators were too
concerned about the economy. This was especially high in northern Mn. forums. This clearly says
that citizens do not want their environmental agencies to sacrifice our natural resource environment for
the sake of economic development. MPCA Stateside Citizen Survey: From across the state,
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respondents said the most important reason to protect the environment was for future generations.
Again, Minnesotans want to preserve our lands rather than cut them up into little pieces for motorized
recreation. What happens in the Paul Bunyan State Forest and surrounding lands will tell us much
about the vision for this county. The Bunyan is our "rain forest:, ours to protect as part of our natural
Minnesota heritage. We owe that to future generations.

3. Adamson, Joel

I would like to submit my comments to the DNR on the motorized trail designation in Paul
Bunyon State Forest. First off, | would like to thank the DNR for all the time, effort, and dollars spent
on inventorying all the various trails in the state forest. It was a formidable task and | thank you for
that. | have to admit that | am very disappointed on the few miles of trail that have been designated for
ORV use. The nine miles of trail we got is such a tiny percent of the many miles given to OHMs and
ATVs, and about three of those miles are even shared with ATVs. This is a neat area, and | feel that
ORVs should be allowed on more miles of trails. | believe the Minnesota Four Wheel Drive
Association, of which I am a member, has submitted a proposal and | give that proposal my support.

| understand that there have been a couple of ORV/ATV accidents in the past couple of
months, which is unfortunate. However, | do believe it is possible for ATVs and ORVs to share much
of the trail system. | would like to see ORVs have access to some of the more difficult trails and have
speed limits on those trails to help prevent collisions between ATVs and ORVs. | feel a precedent has
been set for speed limits on trails because snowmobiles presently have speed limits on the state trail
system.

30 years ago, when | first started driving in the woods, the only vehicles out there were
OHMs and ORVs -- motorcycles, Jeeps, Broncos and Scouts, and a few trucks. Now it seems like
ATVs have taken over the trails and we who still drive ORVs are being mostly left out of the picture.
Even though our numbers are fewer, that is still being quite unfair. | would also like to point out that
30 years ago, there was never much said about trail damage, erosion, etc. | never saw much of it. But
now in the last 10 or 15 years it has become a major issue. Isn't it interesting that it's been in the last
10 or 15 years that ATV use has mushroomed. Quite a coincidence, isn't it?

Again | want to state that ORVs really deserve more miles of trails in the Paul Bunyon State
Forest.

4, Alsip, James K.

What in the world have you been smoking to propose a Challenge Trail in the Paul Bunyan
State Forest?

All State Parks are reserved for all of the people of the State of Minnesota, not just for a few
people who feel they need a challenge. The State Parks are the only place where the citizens of the
State of Minnesota can get any peace and quiet. Why would anybody in their right mind place a
Challenge Trail in a State Forest? It is simply ludicrous. Isn't it the responsibility of government to
protect the environment? If the above statement is true, then why do you feel a need for a challenge
Trail, which will only tear up the environment? Wouldn't it make more sense to place a Challenge
Trail on the Iron Range where man has already altered the environment?

5. Alwin Jack

The quiet in the woods near my cabin on Jan. 6 was a moment to cherish. "This is the way it
should be", I thought. The far-off drone of an airplane disrupted the solitude and the spell was broken.
However, | suspect that noise pollution is the least of our concerns when compared to the damage that
snowmobiles and ATV's do to the flora and fauna in the forest system and the wetlands.

In the Wind River mountains of Wyoming, where | have back-packed many times, there is no
such thing as motorized travel. The only modes of transportation are your own two feet or horseback,
and even so the trails are changed every so often to avoid erosion.

The forests and wetlands of Minnesota are too delicate and precious to be made available to
ATV's, snowmobiles, and dirt bikes. It has been shown time after time that those machines are just too
hard on forest trails and wetlands, and the temptation is too great to avoid going beyond set
boundaries. My solution would be to keep all motorized vehicles out of the state forest but turn gravel
pits and iron mine areas into parks for the thrill seekers.

6. Andersen, David E.
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We do not want to share snowmobile trails with ATV's. They damage the trails in both

18 summer and winter. This damage makes it very dangerous to drive snowmobiles down the trails. This
18a is specifically on the Beaver lakess/Teoee kakes/Halvorsen trails.
7. Anderson, Jan

I was not able to pull up the proposal for Paul Bunyan State Forest & Recreation trails so |
would like to make a general comment. | don't engage in these activities but | have some concerns.
Are there other areas where these activities can take place? Are they so heavily used that

% more is needed? Are the people using these trails required to buy a license to do these activities? If not,
= they should be. People buy licenses to hunt, boat etc. As a taxpayer | do not want to support an activity
that | have no interest in.l think we need to conserve our natural resources instead of letting
inconsiderate, spoiled & selfish people continue to ruin our beautiful world!
8. Anderson, Larry
As a resident of cass county to have ATV'S and Mud Trucks run on trials in our National
22 Forest would destroy the quiet beauty of forest and also disturb the natural wildlife along those trails.|

feel we can find a better place for these folks to have their fun and to make good use of the equipment.

9. Anonymous #1

Although the trails to be expanded do not appear to affect my residence in White Oak, I
23 strongly oppose the plan. We all know the damage that atv's and 'mudders' do to our forests. You & |
know that they will NOT stay on the trails.The planned expansion appears to be an environmental &
economic disaster!

10. Anonymous #2

We have no right to destroy our nature resources for generations to come for the pleasure of a
24 few! The financial boost to the area would in no way offset the destruction. So many have voice
opposition to motorized vehicle use in our forests and swamps, yet the proposals continue. Comments
are coming about wondering if voicing concerns makes any impact — that a decision has been made
and all the concern is for not.

11. Anonymous #3

Paul Bunyan State Forest used to be one of — actually THE- favorite of our places to go to.
We’ve lived here 20+ years. We would go to Paul Bunyan S.F. & just drive around — slowly and
quietly — to look at what wildflowers were in bloom & would see various animals. In the fall — we’d
drive through & see the beautiful fall colors — even in winter before the snow got deep. We would

25 grouse hunt. Some of our happiest memories are there. Fishing also we did in Paul Bunyan and berry
picking & picture taking. Walking, hiking, campfires. But not anymore. It has all been affected by
ATV’s.

When we head down a trail & try to hunt- we get part way down & in or out roars an ATV.
26 Please do not mislead the public that the majority are hunting or fishing. | have yet to see a person
ATV-ing doing either. When trying to grouse hunt- we see NO grouse because of the ATV-ers roaring
& tearing about. | have to put it that way, because | have yet to see one in P.B.S.F. driving responsibly.
When you give them a totally unpatrolled area like that they act accordingly.

To drive through-is to risk an accident-because the ATV-ers follow NO rules or regulations
27 concerning the roads. They have an attitude that says to we, that have used P.B.S.F. responsibly for
many years, “What are YOU doing in here?” If looks would Kill-we’d be dead for the looks we’re
given. We no longer fish, hike, or anything else because of the horrid noise & commotion.

Also, it is no longer safe in the P.B.S.F. Not only because of the reckless driving, but because
28 of the “no rules -no enforcement, it’s our playground” mentality. That mixed with drinking will bring
some violent results. | predict a lot of trouble & 1’m not putting myself in that environment. (Not only
accident dangers- but | believe there will be physical violence. It’s inevitable in that “anything goes”
environment. PS- Saying ATV-ers don’t drive while drunk is like saying no one drives cars drunk
either.

If a person wanted to be subjected to all the above & camp there- forget it. All the ATV-ers
29 have the campsites. I’ve seen the trash they leave there too. Also | am appalled that DNR & ATV-ers
try to lie & say there isn’t much damage-it’s exaggerated & there will be enforcement, etc. I’ve been in
there all these years & seen a DNR person exactly twice. You can’t lie about the damage- its already a
fact-other areas who’ve allowed them in have proof- you are not inviting experts in to show the
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evidence and to explain the long term damage- you can’t (don’t want to) understand. (Plus the obvious
damage already in PBSF & in ditches). There will be O enforcement. Just as there is not with
snowmobiles & their trespassing & vandalism- just as there is not on the lakes. (We’ve done both
these things a great deal & we know. We see it & NO enforcement people.) In case you’ve never been
in there- PBSF is a very large area- you’ll never “patrol” it and you know as well as we- no amount of
$ can repair the type of damage they do-you won’t have enough even to deal with private property
damage.

Since we can no longer enjoy this area- a very big part of why we liked it here- I am now
open to moving. My family of in (numbering) the 40’s, who come here each summer now talk of
finding somewhere else-away from this area entirely. | would have wanted to take some through PBSF
(and did years ago), but no longer, not with the ATV-ers ruining even a simple drive and not with the
forest looking like a disaster area with huge logged out sections. (By the way-in all these years- I’ve
never seen 1 grouse or 1 deer or any animal in these torn up areas you log- we’ve tried- you can’t even
walk through them with all the downed debris- you’re risking a broken leg.

You are catering to a very small minority and ignoring the majority. Please quit being
dishonest, deceiving & downright lying, to try to achieve your end. The majority have no doubt, its
money behind this — you’ll lose ours. We’re quitting grouse hunting. We did not go this past fall and
will not support the DNR in any way that we don’t have to as long as they do not protect the natural
resources. Once PBSF is ruined- it’s ruined. We no longer see grouse or even deer or anything else.
They are pushed elsewhere- why? Because someone is fishing or hiking- or taking a quiet drive? Of
course not.

ATV-ers should not have access to any of PBSF. And by the way, no matter where you limit
them to- they will not stay there. They do not now nor will they ever. That is the way they are. |
believe a few are responsible- but I’ve seen firsthand for years that the majority are not.

Oh, horseback riding too. That’s over with. I’ve done it in PBSF a number of times- but no
more - that is an accident waiting to happen, and again, no peace and quiet. DNR — you are responsible
for your part already in destroying PBSF and you’ll have to answer to it in the future as well.

12. Armstrong, John

My family enjoys driving our truck in the forests. Please try to give us as many miles of trails
as possible.

Our trucks are safer than ATVs or dirt bikes. Please don’t confine us to a few miles. | think
that would cause more damage not less.

13. Arnold, Everett

I am disturbed and concerned that usage by 4 wheel vehicles would be considered in the Paul
Bunyan State Forest. Having witnessed trail distruction caused by these vehicles | believe that the only
place for these vehicles is on established gravel roads.

14.  Aultman, Stephen

In Section 33 of Fern Township, you have trail number 2343 starting at the south edge of
Larry Burgoon’s property and running first SW than west, turning north and than again west (see
highlighting on trail of attached map). Where my marked trail ends, there is what’s called Cranberry
Slough, so we cannot go further. I am requesting that the County leaves this section of trail open to
highway licensed vehicles due to Mr. Burgoon gives our deer hunting party permission to cross his
property to access this trail system one month before deer season to check to make sure this trail is
open as well as our trails to our deer stands and to check our stand sites. We also have permission to
this trail during the nine (9) day deer season. This is usually the only time that we are back there. We
take four (4) to six (6) pickups, jeeps or wagonaires back there to access our hunting area. Some of us
have been hunting in this area for close to forty (40) years and using this route for the last twenty (20)
years at least. If the County disallows the use of highway licensed vehicles, we will be cut off from
this hunting area. Our hunting camp is right where we park our vehicles. This trail system is an old
logging, so we follow that several years ago, we changed a short portion of the road to go around to
the southside of a small slough hole.

15. Babcock, Barry W.
Here are my comments concerning the DNR OHV trail planning for Hubbard County and
Paul Bunyan State Forest:
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a.. The Beaver Lakes/Teepee Lakes connector trail should be dropped for these reasons: The trail
crosses wetlands which is irresistible to renegade ATVers. It is the southern boundary to the
GLMA/non-motorized area which is indeed foolish to make an ATV trail the border to a
non-motorized area. And it is a premier snowmobile trail and ATV's will create too much rutting thus
making grooming difficult in low to medium snow depths.

b.. There are too many connector trails in this plan. The connector trails and the vast network of
system and minimum maintenance roads open to motorized use makes a map of Hubbard County look
like a hair net placed over it.

The road density on our public lands has too many negative effects on wildlife and plant
communities. There are too many of these trails funneling OHV's into Paul Bunyan. It possesses to
great a danger of making PBSF a de-facto OHV park.

c.. All OHV trails within PBSF should be confined to the Martineau Trails. Containment is critical to
enforcement and maintenance. The DNR is far from demonstrating that they have the will or ability to
adequately enforce or maintain OHV trails. Until they can demonstrate they can enforce and maintain
trails in contained areas, they should not be proliferating these trails throughout our state forest lands.
All system roads outside this footprint (Martineau Trails) should be closed.

d.. There should be no ORV/4x4 truck trails in any state forest. Whether you call the special areas
developed for these trucks; "challenge area's" - "technical trails" - places for these people to "test their
driving skills" - or whatever, placing rocks, logs, or tight turns are manipulating our state lands for a
miniscule group of people to provide amusement area's and setting a dangerous precedent for use of
public lands.

e.. Paul Bunyan State Forest is in the Itasca Moraines which places it in one of the most unique
glacial geologic areas in the state. This area is primarily composed of highly erodable soils and placing
this many OHYV trails in this area is irresponsible by the DNR and lends credence to the notion that the
DNR is not concerned about protection of our natural resources but more concerned about providing
recreational area's for a recreation form that is not yet proven to be sustainable.

16. Babcock, Linda Mae

I am opposed to several aspects of the plan:
1. I am opposed to the ORV trails. They should not be allowed to do this type of activity in the forest. |
saw what these people did in Spider Lake and it is wrong.
2. 1 am opposed to the Beaver Lakes/Teepee Lakes trail being used as a ATV trail. We used to camp at
Lake 21 with our kids when they were young (before camping was closed there) so | am familiar with
the area. Allowing an ATV trail to border this nonmotorized area (the Gulch Lake Management Area)
will be asking for problems.
3. All forest roads' west of Spur 1 or outside of the Martineau dirt bike trails should be closed. OHV
trails should be contained to within this existing ‘footprint’ so that enforcement and maintenance and
other problems associated with ATV riding can be more efficiently controlled.
4. The connector trail concept is a bad idea, especially the one from near "Freedom Ridge" at the
boundary of Itasca State Park. The damage around Freedom Ridge is an embarrassment. We should
avoid trails that would make it easier for ATVers to ride from various parts of the region into Paul
Bunyan. Paul Bunyan is special and to over run it with OHV's is disgusting.

17. Baer, Fred

I am writing this letter to state my support for recreational truck trails in the Paul Bunyan
State Forest. There is a very long history of recreational off-road truck use, and based upon spring
closures and temporary closures, any incidental damage caused by off-road recreational trucks can
easily be mitigated. There are many miles of previously disturbed powerlines that are not available to
off road recreational trucks, but are available to ATV’s.

18. Bahls, Jerold & Donna

I have hiked many of the proposed ATV trails in the Badoura State Forest. | have some
general comments and some specific comments.
1) The soil in this area is extremely sandy. Trails with any slope will result in significant erosion.
2) In general, it is important to separate motorized trails from non-motorized trails. | have had the
experience while x-country skiing, of smelling snowmobiles before hearing them. Those who want
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peace and solitude in the forest should not have to hear or smell motorized vehicles. Generally a half
mile buffer, minimum, would be desirable.
3) Trails should provide loops for riders. Trail # 811 is an out and back trail that ends at a wetland.
49 This will present too much temptation for many riders. Unless this trail can be looped away from the
wetland, it should not be utilized for motorized traffic.
4) Trail #792/799 is a good example of very suitable siting for ATV trails.
5) Trails 1780 and 1788 bracket a creek. Placing trails directly across from each other on either side
of a creek, invites the rider to use the creek as a ford. The photo below was taken in the Badoura State
Forest near Trail 783. As you can see, riding through a creek is not uncommon. This photo was taken
in late summer, 2004.

I hope these comments will help you designate trails suitable for ATV riding, and protect
vulnerable areas from abuse and degradation. The specific comments on loops and creek access are
applicable to other trails and other state forests.

50
51

19. Bair, Jonathan

I am a resident of Moorhead, MN; however, | own land in Hubbard Co. | also spend most of
my recreational time in Hubbard. | would like to write in my opposition to any plan that would open
52 any connecting trails within the Paul Bunyan State forest or add additional trails for ATV use.

The Hubbard County Commission and the DNR need to be realistic and take seriously the
52a amount of damage ATVs and “mudder” trucks do to the environment. | am all for allowing these
types of recreation, but | feel the responsible way to manage the damage they cause is to have their
usage area well contained. Hubbard County has enough land to allocate separate for these vehicles.
This will also give the county and the DNR a true assessment as to the cost of repair, since as of yet,
the DNR does not have that figured out yet.

53 I am also opposed to any type of dual usage plan on any trails. ATVs appear to be
incompatible with any other type of recreational use on trails. They often destroy trail systems to the
point were DNR and the County are unable to adequately repair them.

| also oppose the proposed plan from an economic standpoint. ATV usage is during a time
that resorts/businesses in the area are doing a lot of business already. The “hard” times for these
54 businesses are during the winter months, so why ATVs would be allowed to utilize the trail system
and very likely ruin them for the snowmobiling that will bring in revenue. Ruin the trails and the
snowmobilers will go to other places, | know | will.

After reading the article in the Park Rapids Enterprise that reported on the public meeting |
have to make an observation. The paper reported a 10 to 1 response against the plan, yet the paper
quoted the DNR Regional Director calling this a divisive issue. | don’t see how 10 to 1 is divisive, it
seems pretty overwhelming. As for another DNR employee wanting specific trails listed; how about
all of the trails being listed. To be more specific | oppose the use of the Beavers Lake trail, the
55 Halverson trail, and the Teepee Lakes trail. | also oppose the use of these trails as well; 1918, 495,
596, and 457. | hope the County Commission and the DNR remember that they are public servants.
They need to listen closely to what the people want, not what big business or the politicians say we
want.

20. Bair, Linda

After the public meeting | have looked at the map that covers most of Thorpe Township and
have the following requests for closure to motorized use:

Trail number 457 - historically this was a walking /horse back riding trail -it was even signed

56 that way. It was heavily used for horse back riding - it was even named the "Cathedral" in the part that
has a stand of beautiful White and red pine by horse riders. It is the trail that erroneously got put in
the Round River System. It has gotten so rutted that horses have difficulty riding on it. | have tried to
get it removed for 4 years and was told continously that it would be taken care of when the plan came
out.

57 Trail 522 - this is a new trail created for logging purposes. It is right on the boundary of my

land. There is another trail 1/4 mile up that historically has been used for hunter access that goes inot
the same logging area. That is sufficient. Now, there are starting to use this trail and | even called into
Sheriff's Department during blackpowder season due to close proximity of shots to my house. This
one needs to be gated, please.
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Trail #596. This one goes into a network of trails that you have shown as closed. However,
if you leave this access open, those trails WILL get used. They butt up against numerous parcels of
private land and people who are very concerned about their trails being accessed as well as the noise.
Get away from private land, please.

495 - goes into the CCC camp used by horse back riders for camping - it is now a historical
site. We have no problem with the camping use by hunters but it should not be accessed by OHV.

The county connection - 1918 should not be included either. This connects up to privately
leased Potlatch land and the connection between 495 and this trail crosses a township road that is
illegal for ATVs. | am speaking on behalf of the Thorpe Town Board, horseback riders and - the Bass',
the Bairs' and myself - private landowners affected along Cty 91.

21. Bair, Linda

I have the following issues with the state plan for this forest
1. There should be NO 4X4 truck trails on public land
2. The Trails that connect the two areas of designated ATV trails should be eleminated from the plan -
ie. BeaverLakes/Teepee Lakes and Halvorsen trails.
3. The roads and trails east of Spur 1 need to be closed to OHV traffice period. The designated trail
systems are PLENTY.
4. Snowmobile trails SHOULD NOT be shared. We alread have to reroutes in the BUnyan because of
damage that was supposed to have been fixed and has not been.
5. Over 700 miles of trails/roads can not be enforced. In additon to that they have the ditches to ride!
THis is out of control for such a small number of people. It displaces other users
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22. Bair, William D.

Enclosed is a copy of a letter sent to each of Hubbard County Commissioners related to AVT
use in this area. | understand you are collating these citizen comments for consideration by the
Department of Natural Resources. We appreciate your efforts in this regard.

We have been home and land owners in Hubbard County since 1972 and permanent residents
since 1984. A major reason for our coming to this area was the nature of the forest/lake country and
the kind of generally quiet recreation available. Snowmobiling may not quite fit that “quieter”
description but it does occur at a time when it interferes only minimally with others’ pleasures and
does little damage to the environment.

We have been pleased with the assistance given us by the DNR in developing a forest plan
for our property in Thorpe township and in assisting with wild life habitat improvement. Through the
Nevis Trailblazers Club we have been active in trail development and maintenance and have produced
many of the wood signs in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. Needless to say our affinity for that area is
great and we are considerably concerned if we see anything happening to threaten the beauty and long
term sustainability of that great natural resource. We want our grandchildren to appreciate the Paul
Bunyan as much as we do!

It’s been good to have many meetings with DNR forestry discussing ways where snowmobile
and logging interests could be accommodated in a cooperative fashion. We have also felt the policies
of DNR Forestry were increasingly taking into consideration the aesthetics of forest management
along with the essential considerations of forest productivity. We understand the needs for clear
cutting to maintain a healthy poplar forest. Yet we believe there are ways to lay out cuts in size,
proximity to roads and provision of visual buffers that enables clear cutting without destroying the
aesthetics so important to residents and attractive to tourists.

In addressing the issue of ATV use we see the potential for another step backward in
protecting the natural resources of the area. We certainly do not object to expanding the recreational
uses of the forest as ATV riders seek to develop their sport. Yet we hope that perceptions of short term
economic value or the pressures of a well organized minority or commercial interests do not lead us to
expand a trail system beyond management capabilities and environmental considerations. Thank you
for your help.

Attached letter: (see below)
Mr. Floyd Frank
Hubbard County Commissioner
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23419 State 87
Nevis, MN 56467

Dear Floyd,

It appears this is the time chosen for citizens to make their comments on the proposed plans
for ATV use in the Paul Bunyan State Forest.

First let me express my appreciation for the work of the task force in developing a common
approach between State and County policies. Obviously much effort went into developing a plan
which addresses the sometimes conflicting interests of the growing number of ATV riders and the
concerns of many for the environmental and quality of life implications of this sport.

The plan recognizes provision should be made in the State forests and Hubbard County to
meet the legitimate recreational objectives of ATV riders and capture the economic benefit to tourism
in the county (which probably is not as great as often stated.) It also recognizes that limits must be
placed on ATV use. Yet, it provides for use well beyond the present ability of State or County
agencies to maintain and repair trails or enforce regulations for their use. ATVs are constructed in a
way and ridden at a time of year when they inherently do considerable damage to the fragile soils of
this area. Add the actions of some irresponsible riders and irreparable damage can result to the
environment, the quality of life of residents and the attraction for other tourism sectors important to the
long term economic vitality of the area.

These problems could be mitigated if the plan were to limit ATV use in the Paul Bunyan
Forest to established and designated trails east of Spur 1. This would provide considerable trail
availability more consistent with maintenance and enforcement capabilities. Further extension should
await proven experience on this more controlled, more easily monitored area.

ELIMINATE consideration of a connecting network of trails using the Beaver Lakes and
Tepee Lake trails to connect to the Two Inlets System. These are established snowmobile trails and in
ideal condition also for horseback riding, hiking and other summer uses.

One only has to view the damaged portions of these trails where ATV use is presently
permitted to imagine what these beautiful trails can become if approved totally for ATV use. Their use
for ATVs would open great portions of Hubbard County to recreational uses inconsistent with the
social/quality of life values of the area and detrimental to the long term economic value of tourism to
the County.

I would further urge the County Commissioners to take whatever action necessary to
eliminate ATV riding in the county road ditches and to encourage the State to do the same in this area.
This could do much to maintain the beauty of our area which is so attractive to tourists and residents
alike, would minimize the costs of repairing approaches to crossroads and driveways, would reduce
serious safety concerns and would make the existence of controlled ATV recreation more acceptable
to the general public. This would appear to be in the best interests of ATV enthusiasts and critics alike.

23. Baker, Arlene

Why are you encouraging the ravaging of our Environment!! Why?!1!!
I must admit that | do not understand the enjoyment that some thoughtless people get from reckless
useless driving. Let them go to the race track. Why our precious land.

My outrage extends to the use of personnal watercraft that has despoiled the sanctity and the
quiet of our valuable lakes. Let us put an end to this destruction of peace and quiet and tearing down of
what nature has given us. | speak for all plants and animals. Please hear us!

24. Ball, Peter

| support recreational trails in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. The Paul Bunyan has had a long
history of recreational off road truck use. Not all ORVS’s are “mudder trucks,” “mudder trucks” are
not who want trails in Paul Bunyan.

Minimum maintenance roads are not recreational, it is imperative the DNR give trucks trails.
Less than 9 miles of combined trails and recreational minimum maintenance roads is not sufficient.
ATVs got 37 miles of trails and 35 miles of recreational minimum maintenance roads, ORVs less than
9 miles!

Trucks have been and can continue to share trails with ATVs. The powerline is already a
disturbed area. How is an ORV worse than logging machinery? The DNR should be willing to do
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more to try to keep more of the powerline open to trucks. More trails can be reworked and wet areas
avoided to leave open move trail on the powerline. If the DNR can mitigate the powerline trails for
OHM, it can do so for trucks who go slower.

Proposed ORV designations do not equal more than .02% of Paul Bunyan land base.

25. Barclay, Mark L.

I am writing to comment about the proposed Paul Bunyan State Forest truck, ATV, and dirt
bike trails.

The only thing these machines are going to do to any piece of State Land is to tear it up or
destroy it completely. The riders and producers of these machines can give all the lip service they
want, but all you have to do is look near any road ditch or watch any commercial advertising these
products, to see their true intent. Advertisers of 4x4 trucks are always showing them with all four
wheels spinning, kicking snow or dirt all over the countryside. What about the ATV ads? Drivers hell
bent for election kicking rocks, dirt, logs and anything else in their way, out of their way!

If they want to test their mettle, this state has numerous existing ecological disasters: We call
them abandoned mine pits. Let them drive their machines there. Why create more ecological disasters
on public lands?

This current administration keeps talking about privatization. Let some entrepreneur build
one on these courses on private land. They can collect the fees, build the courses and police the riders,
and | wish them well! Five mph Technical Trails, let’s get real!

We need to preserve our public lands for our children and grandchildren, once they are
destroyed, it’s impossible to get them back; just look at our prairie grasslands.

26. Barczak, Dave

| oppose the MN DNR using tax dollars and public land for the creation of trails for off-road
use by 4x4 trucks, ATV, and dirt bikes.

First, 1 believe the private sector is fully capable of supporting this hobby with the X-Park
(formerly Quadna ski hill) a prime example. X-Park provides a variety of terrain for all types of
vehicles with lodging (camping, hotels, and town homes) on the adjacent Quadna Resort property.
Have the policy makers visited X-Park to determine if the park can meet the requirements? If the State
feels compelled to participate in providing this type of recreation, work in cooperation with the private
sector.

Second, if the State of MN gets into the business of providing recreational facilities for
"off-road" vehicles, were will the line be drawn. If | were to purchase a large 6x6 Army truck as my
recreational vehicle, will the DNR accommodate my interest? Will the State provide a designated area
on LakeMinnetonka for my friends with jet boats who like to boat at 70 MPH?

Third, the nature of the activity requires upfront and ongoing expense that should be funded
in some manner other than DNR funds as the land will not be multi-use. One can easily see land used
for this purpose is not capable of supporting flora and fauna. If the users are willing to pay a use fee,
then they cost of land for this specific use, including a sound buffer as most of the vehicles do not have
mufflers, should be factored into the use fee. I challenge the ability of the users to fully fund this
project though use fees.

With a shortage of DNR funds, why is the DNR considering support of an activity that is
anything but NATURAL? | do not approve of my tax dollars being used to fund off road use on
public land. Please pass my comments to the decision makers involved in this policy change.

27. Barta, Tom

In regard to the proposed plans for Off Highway Vehicle use in the Paul Bunyan State Forest,
I want to be counted among those who do not approve of introducing a 4X4 Mudder Truck trail. Also,
I am opposed to the connector trails in general and to those proposed for the Paul Bunyan in particular
because it encourages more traffic and damage to the environment. We don't attempt to connect our
lakes to make it more convenient for boaters. ATV and other riders should trailer their vehicles from
trail system to trail system, as do the boaters.

As to the Paul Bunyan, the area east of the Spur One Road is quite sufficient given the
resources available to create, maintain and monitor the trails as they are contained in the current
proposal. Please don't open the Paul Bunyan to any more degradation than will surely happen even if
my concerns are considered.
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28. Barton, William

I have personally seen the destruction of our natural resources by OHV traffic on the trail
near Superior Shores north of Two Harbors. The snowmobile trail on the east side of the highway was
turned into a muddy freeway - | was afraid | would be run down. 1 have heard friends who did not
= know better about getting their borrowed OHV stuck in the wetlands so badly that 4 or 5 of them had
to wade in up to their chests in mud to retrieve it. | have a co-worker who has a photo of his son in a
wetland up to the seat as his screensaver.

| have heard we have more OHV trails in Minnesota than freeways! We do not need more
88 OHV trails, we need to limit them and control irresponsible riders more than the poachers because
— they do more dammage. In order to do this we need a managable system. Closed unless posted open
is a good idea. Closing some roads to OHV's is a necessity and contrary legal opinions can and will
be challenged. 4-Wheel Trucks belong on our highways or private race tracks, not in our state forest
lands.

29. Bass, Dan & Louise

I do not agree with the proposed plan for motor vehicle use in and around the Paul Bunyan
89 State Forest. The plan is too aggressive for these reasons: It will allow too much access to private
lands, OHV’s hurt the environment and adversely effect wildlife, there is not enough law enforcement
available to effectively monitor the trails, conflicts between horses and OHV’s or hikers and OHV’s
will be common.

Changes | recommend for the plan:
90 1. Classify as “Closed” ALL of the Paul Bunyan Forest, not just the Gulch Lakes area.
91 2. “Close” all trails east of Spur 1. Until it can be established that maintenance and enforcement
can be supported and works, the system should not be expanded beyond the primary system East of
Spur 1 and the Martineau footprint in the southeastern part of the Bunyan.

92 3. The location of the Round River designated trail system is good — located near the Martineau
OHM trail system. And that is where it should stay, East of Spur 1.
4. The Beaver Lakes/Teepee Lakes/Halverson connection should be eliminated from the plan
until such time as it is determined OHV’s will in fact stay on the trails. This connection takes them out
93 of the Bunyan and puts them on county trails that give access to private lands and township roads.

With local and state law enforcement at a minimum, let’s watch the 148 miles of designated trails to
see if they are used responsibly and if the state does in fact have the funds to enforce their proper use.

5. Classify the Thorpe Tower Road open to highway licensed vehicles only. Specifically, close
all trails south of Steamboat Forest Road, east of County Road 91, north of Thorpe Township
94 minimum maintenance road (2.2 miles), and West of Thorpe Tower Road to any type of motor

vehicle. We live at 29660 County 91, adjacent to the west side of the forest and DO NOT want OHV’s
or other vehicles infringing on our privacy!
6. Use the money from OHV licensing and gas tax to make a separate OHV park where these
95 vehicles can ride in a closed area without harming the environment, wildlife, or interfering with
private property. Trail maintenance and law enforcement would also be kept to a minimum in an OHV
park.

Please revise your plan in consideration for the local residents.

30. Battey, Linda
Let me start by saying that I'm very excited and pleased that the Paul Bunyan Forest is being
considered for managed trails for ORV's. At the same time, I'm very disappointed that the only

96 managed trails for 4 wheel drive trucks are forest roads that anyone can drive on, even with a car. |
was expecting to see the power line area south of the Martineau trailhead included in the plan for
97 trails. It seems that several user groups have been given somewhat preferential treatment in the
establishment of trails in the abovementioned forest area. There are miles of snowmobile, ATV and
98 motorcycle trails already existent in this forest. Apparently ORVs (4 wheel drive trucks) are to be
basically prohibited from enjoying the use of this public land except on existing forest roads. | am an
9 ORV owner and user and | feel that my user group is as deserving of the right to pursue our sport as

are all the others. Anyone who is involved in this decision making process is concerned to protect the
environment and preserve our forests as resources for our children and grandchildren to enjoy, as am 1.
Those of us who prefer to ride in the forest on more primitive passages than graded roads should all
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have this opportunity, provided that we practice good stewardship of the area while doing so. | ask that
the DNR revisit it's current forest policy and allow more and better trails for ORVs, or at least allow
future expansion of what is being considered now. |1 am under the impression that what is in the plan
now, will be the only trails in the Paul Bunyan for ORV's. That is not exceptable to me.

31. Becker, Todd

I am writing to comment on the MN DNR Off Highway Vehicle Plan for Paul Bunyan State
Forest. We have family property which my mother owns near Paul Bunyan State Forest. | visit
frequently and enjoy hunting and fishing. | enjoy the semi-wild lands of Paul Bunyan State Forest and
many areas of Hubbard County. | believe the MN DNR plan for a web like ATV trail system in the

100 Paul Bunyan and the proposed connecting trial concept for the county will seriously degrade the area.
The idea of a 4 by 4 mudder truck trail in the forest is outrageous and will totally destroy that area of
101 the forest. | believe an ATV trail system should be east of Spur One and within the Martineau

footprint. Please do not ruin what is nice about Hubbard County, by going forward with this plan.

32. Becklund, Ryan

Hello, My name is Ryan Becklund and | would like to show my support for keeping
ATV/OHM use in the Paul Bunyan State Forest/Hubbard County Forest. | am an avid sportsman, and
an avid ATV/OHM rider. | am always looking for more places to ride with my family and friends. |
look forward to seeing my son and daughter carry on the tradition and riding in our state and county
forests. | am against closing any trails to the public unless deemed totally necessary in order to protect
the environment from pollution. This area has many places that the public could have more access to,
not just limited to the trails that are there right now with the old logging roads and such. Expansion of
trails is needed, but in a environmental friendly way. Examples of these are switch backs on hills to
keep the erosion problems to a minimum and also better water crossings with a low-water bridge of
some sort.
103 I would like to stress the fact that in the proposal for this area that there are areas that are not
T included in the open to ATV/OHM riding. | do believe that at least some of these areas could be
opened and maintained for limited ATV/OHM use. If some of them are to be closed, close the
individual ones with signing them closed rather than with a blanket proposal.
104 I would love to be able to ride from this area to other areas to explore our great northern
countryside. 1 think the trails should connect to other areas and be a continuous trail region wherever
possible.
104a | spend a lot of money and time on my ATV/OHM hobby. | bring money into the local
communities and support them with buying parts, staying in campgrounds, staying in local
hotels/motels, food, and buying gas and other supplies. Without our support some communities would
be loosing a lot of business.
104b As a society today there are a lot of people that do not understand the need for such things as
ATV/OHM parks or trails because they think they cause harm to the environment. Only uninformed
people are saying these things. | for one, involve myself in promoting good quality ATV/OHM riding
wherever | go with my family and friends. | show my children that you can have fun and be
environmentally friendly. | hope my views are heard in this matter.

33. Beckman, Paul J

I wish to register my opinion that the proposed truck trail (whether called a "challenge" or
"technical” course doesn't matter) through the Paul Bunyan State Forest is an entirely inappropriate use
of state lands (perhaps excepting those which have been previously used as gravel or other mining
sites); represents a reversal of what was a reasonable DNR policy; kowtows to the off-road vehicle
users; and sets a bad precedent for the future.

State forests should provide an experience markedly different from that found at local
raceways or areas in close proximity to freeways and industrial complexes. Please use wisdom, and
put this proposal on the rejected pile, where it belongs.

105

34. Bender, Aldine

I have great concern for the containment of access trails for recreational vehicle. It is so
106 important for us to keep our forests a place for wild life and serenity. We need to think twice about
destroying the areas that mean so much to so many. Provide adequate trails to ride that do not threaten
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the environment.

35. Bergendahl, Ragnar
| fully agree with the restriction being placed on ATV's in state forests. They are so
destructive.

108

36. Bergerson, Becky

I am writing to express my concerns on the current plan for the Paul Bunyan State Forest. |
know the DNR has been mandated to provide a plan for ATV/OHRYV trails in all state forests. The real
source for change in this approach is the legislature. However the inclusion of a 4by4 truck trail is not
a mandate and is certainly not anything that belongs in a state forest owned by the people of this state.
This is an irrational catering to a small minority of state forest users. The same applies to widespread
ATV trails. The great majority of MN citizens enjoy their state forest as areas where quiet abounds, a
place for animals and birds, a place to enjoy the varied ecology of our state, the abundant lakes and
wetlands, all these things that make MN a special state and wonderful vacationland for all of our
country. Please preserve this resource for all the following generations and not let it be open to noisy
and destructive pursuits. Once destroyed, the damage can not be undone. There is no logic in having
the very department charged with preserving and protecting our natural resources be the very same
department that wishes to change the face of our state forests forever.

We live in southern Clearwater County and will be greatly affected by connecting trails
throughout the area. We have already encountered many examples of ATV damage and intrusion into
our lives. They tear around on our township roads with little regard for private property or other
vehicles, hikers or bikers using these same roads. | read where this is a family orientated sport but have
yet to see any families riding in our area. It is inevitably a group of hard riding males with little
appreciation of the beauty around them which they are unable to see through the cloud of dust that
envelops them or the flying mud as they speed through every road puddle they find. The damage they
do to our road ditches is an embarrassing thing to explain to visitors who can not imagine why our
state allows such activity.

37. Berglund, Paul & Marcia

We have been summer residents of Hubbard County for 38 years. We look forward to retiring
here. We do not look forward to seeing trailer loads of ATVs coming “Up North”. Then we hear about
a mudder truck trail planned for the Paul Bunyan Forest, and also connector trails which would turn
Hubbard County into a huge ugly ATV park. And all this destruction would result from catering to the
small minority of OHV trail users.

The dictionary says a forest is an extensive wooded area, preserving its primitive wildness
and usually having game or wild animals in it. The chief enemies of forests have always been insects
and disease and fire. Now the chief enemy is the motorized vehicle, which has no place in a forest. To
promote the best possible use of forest land, we must keep it primitive and wild and preserve the very
elements that make it a forest. A forest is not a network of trails for motorized vehicles. We would
then have Paul Bunyan Racetrack — not Paul Bunyan Forest. Tourists would have no reason to come to
this unspoiled forest area they love, because it wouldn’t be unspoiled anymore. We have seen what
happens when ATVers ride the ditches, and to have them riding on wetlands and forest trails would do
irreparable damage.

The PBSF should be closed to motorized vehicles. They can do no good, and would do much
harm. The tiny group of motor users would chase out the majority who have been using the trail for
years, walking on their own two feet. We count on the DNR and the Hubbard County Commissioners
to respond to the vast majority of Hubbard County residents, who wish to keep our forests free of the
pollution and destruction caused by motorized vehicles. Keep it a forest!

38. Berglund, Mike
The West Gulch Forest Road crosses my property. | understand that there will be no change
in the designation or types of vehicles allowed on that stretch of road as a result of the plan

39. Bergman, Garth

Growing up in the Hackensack area, | have spent many days in the Paul Bunyan State
Forests. I believe the forest should have truck (4x4) access. Being physically handicapped, and having
an uncle who was mentally handicapped, truck access was an integral part of getting around. Many
groups are saying that trucks don’t belong and that most lakes are within a mile of a road. There is no
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way that | or my uncle could walk that far. 1 am not asking for mudder truck access. | am asking for
fishing, hunting, birding, photography and many other trail uses. Please let me family create more
good memories and not make those memories a thing of the past. I am also not speaking of minimum
115 maintenance roads. There are so many small trails leading to beautiful out of the way areas. | have
only seen a handful of people in the 20 years we have been out there. No one on foot. We want to
continue to go where the crowds aren’t. It seems ATV use is being given more land and trucks are not.
Most of the trails | have been on could easily handle trucks. Water crossings can be fixed with culverts

116 or bridges and there are many of use who would gladly donate time and materials to keep our access. |
117 know that there have been miles given to us under the power lines, but | also know there are many
118 more miles under those same power lines. The water that is there is seasonal and does not flow
119 anywhere. | believe that changes some of the rules about wetlands. In closing it’s much easier to keep

trails open now them trying to re-open them in the future.

40. Bergquist, Ruth
I understand that public comments about trails designed for ATV’s are being solicited. I live

on a lake in NE Becker County and have had many negative experiences with how people operate
ATV’s, the noise and destruction of approaches along public roads, deep rutting on township and
forest roads making them impassable for other vehicles and difficult even to walk along some of these
roads. Below are some points | would like DNR trail people to consider.

1. January is not a good time to ask for public comment on this topic because a high number of
120 property owners and tourists enjoying these areas are not around in the winter are not aware

of the plans or that there is a public comment period. | also understand that DNR trail

personnel would like comments to be specific. However, it is difficult to visit the proposed

trails in January!
2. Enforcement has not been sufficiently addressed. Production of ATV’s outnumbers
121 snowmobiles 4-1, therefore patrolling of the ATV trails is a must. The season for usage of the
trails is much longer, riders are younger, destruction of public property more likely and based
on observations of the past ten years there will be numerous violations of safety regulations.
The proposed education classes will help, but the proposed number is too small. It takes
several years before education has an impact. And based on experience with snowmobiles,
after decades of “education” they are better at staying on trails, but patrolling is necessary as
violations regularly occur. Speeding and drinking are still big problems.
122 3. Snowmobile riders do not want ATV’s destroying their trails, otherwise | think it logical that
ATV’s use snowmobile trails wherever the trails are on dry lands. This should be a red flag.
ATV drivers destroy natural resources. State forests are public properties and destruction of
public property should not be allowed especially on DNR managed lands. Is it not DNR’s
responsibility to protect and preserve our natural resources?
123 4. It would be better to limit ATV trails to a few state forests or parks in each area, leaving
others free from the disruption of these machines. Trails should be looped having riders end
up at starting point where their trailers and vehicles are parked. Then it would be unnecessary
for them to use ditches of public roads to return to the starting point. Tax monies are spent on
vegetation in the ditches and approaches to homes. ATV’s damage both.
124 5. An effort needs to be made to segregate ATV’s from other activities. They do not mix well
with other uses. People, birds, wildlife, natural plants would be grateful. It does not seem fair
to long-established residents and taxpayers to suddenly change usage of public properties.
Many have come to the area for a quality of life that includes respect for natural resources,
enjoying wildlife and quiet woodsy experiences.

41. Berman, Mark

I am totally opposed to allowing truck technical trails in our state forests. State forests are for
269 solitude, peace, quiet and wildlife, not oversized mechanical behemoths. It is bad enough that we have
to put up with the proliferation of these gas guzzling, polluting monsters on our roads and highways.
Let's not encourage their owners by allowing them in our pristine state forests as well.

[y
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42. Berscheid, Joe
As a regular Off Highway Motorcycle user of the Akeley trails, 1 would like to submit a
comment supporting the OHM trails in the Akeley area.
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My family and I are regular users of the OHM trails in the Akeley area. We ride both in the
126 competitions and recreationally, and come to the area approximately 10 times per year. Akeley has an
excellent forest system for such a trail, and we would like to see this privilege continue for years to
come. | believe with proper management, these trails can be made to allow for excellent OHM riding
opportunities without negatively impacting the forest.

I would also mention that we are members of the local motorcycle club, the Paul Bunyan

126a Forest Riders. Our club hosts the competition events as well as maintains the OHM trails system.
43. Bigalke, Scott
I am writing in support of the Martineau trail system. | really feel there needs to be a
127 recreational outlet like these trails for off-road motorcyclists. It would be a shame to shut these down
after being open for so long. Shutting trails down is not the answer...working together and enforcing
rules is.

44, Birnstengel, Bob #1

I am opposed to the proposed plan. | feel that the DNR and Hubbard County should not
intrude into the free marketplace. It is clear from what | read that there is a segment of the population,
albeit small, that is seriously interested in driving their mud trucks and four wheelers through mud and
128 over logs. Some have mentioned that this is good for the economy. This is obviously a business
opportunity for any enterprising individual or company to simply purchase the needed land, develop
the type of course desired and begin to sell tickets. I find it hard to believe that the corporations which
manufacture these machines aren’t already attempting to enhance their profits in this manner. Surely
someone will decide to venture into this business. We need to keep Government, the DNR and the
County, out of the picture and let free enterprise take over. This would not only make OHV owners
happy but would also save our natural resources, something the DNR and the County, along with the
rest of us should worry about. As you know once they’re gone, they’re gone.

| urge you to drop this plan and proceed only with trails that aster careful study can be shown
to not damage the environment nor compete with business.

45.  Birnstengel, Bob #2

I am opposed to any plan which further impacts our wildlife, pollutes our waters, or otherwise
disturbs the wild nature of our forests. Our wild lands contain grey wolves, black bears, Canadian lynx
129 and many other species which require large contiguous forest areas to exist. These animals cannot
co-exist with OHVs crisscrossing their nesting and feeding areas. The DNR and Hubbard County
should be protecting our natural resources, not proposing plans which will adversely effect our public
properties. There is no public obligation to provide trails for OHV riders.

OHYV travel should be allowed only in those areas, such as some existing roads, which
through careful environmental analysis can be shown to have no adverse consequences to our wildlife.

130 Proposed connector trails should not be approved.
An adequate portion of licence fees should be dedicated to the recruitment, training and
131 equiping of conservation officers to enforce existing laws pertaining to OHV use.

I urge you to withdraw the current proposal and to take the steps necessary to protect our
forests and our wildlife.

46. Birnstengel, Bob #3

Please consider this a formal response to the DNR's plan to construct hundreds of miles of
ATV trails in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. | am very much opposed to your plans to turn the forest
into a recreation area for ATVs of all types. Wild lands such as those of this forest and other lands in
the area, including those near Itasca State Park, need to be protected for all to enjoy. We all own these
lands and we do not want them destroyed by a relatively few. Our state forests provide some of the
last remaining semi-wild lands. These lands provide habitat for creatures that are found no where else
east of the Rocky Mountains. The plant and animal communities are unique in the nation. Once they
are gone they are gone.
133 In my view the primary responsibility of the DNR is to protect and preserve our natural
- resources. It is your job to protect wildlife habitat, the watershed, old growth trees. | find it
inconceivable that such plans are even being contemplated. You must know that these machines don't
belong in a pristine forest. You must be aware of the damage these vehicles can do, the rutting, the
erosion, the water pollution, the destruction of nesting areas, the noise... It is not the job of the DNR to
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provide a playgound for those folks who have purchased expensive toys at the expense of all the rest
of us. You have no responsibility to these people.

134 I urge you to drop these plans altogether and to use any funds allocated for this purpose for
maintanence and to finance and equip additional conservation officers to enforce rules already on the
books for the protection of our wonderful forest land.

47. Boese, Michael

I am a resident of Minnesota. | am very much in favor of more OHV/ATV trails. There is
135 hardly anywhere to legally ride these machines. These areas much of a legitimate recreational past
136 time as canoeing or hiking. My comment would be that there be there is a need to (1) create more
137 trails for riding, and (2) not restrict the use of riding ATV's on the current trails.

48. Booth, Greg

I am writing to express my opposition to the DNR's proposal for connecting OHV trails in
Hubbard County, and expanded ATV and truck use. | grew up in Hubbard County enjoying Paul
Bunyan State Forest, and | think that the expanded trail system for ATVs and trucks would be
detrimental to the enjoyment of the forest. Please let the DNR protect the soil, water, trees, vegetation
and wildlife of this area, and not spend so many resources catering to a short-sighted use like
motorized trails.

49. Borseth, Gene & Barbara

We are writing this letter in regards of the expansion of OHV trails. We live in these areas
affected by these machines and are appalled that the DNR would even consider expanding trails for the
139 use of these marauding vehicles. There is so little left of state forested areas that one can derive some
tranquility from. To further promote the use of these noxious vehicles is most ludicrous.
139a We are now losing the battle to save our natural resources by powerful business interests.
Please consider this desecration of pristine areas when making your decision in this matter.

50. Borth, Janet

Please reconsider the current proposal to build vehicle trails through Paul Bunyan State
140 Forest. As a taxpayer who values the state's natural resources, | am disappointed that the Department
of Natural Resources would consider such a thing. This is not in the state's best interests, and | must
voice my strong opposition.

51. Bradshaw, Allan
Stewardship of public lands absolutely has to be the number one priority of prime importance
for the DNR toward fulfilling their mission statement. To openly solicit and promote OHV operation

141 in the FORESTS is unconscionable! Isn't that why we named them Forests.... or does the DNR intend
to re-name them as Mud Hole Playgrounds? Wouldn't that ring nicely...The Paul Bunyan State Mud
Hole?

Just because thousands of irresponsible joy-riders have purchased their toys with no place to
ride them does not obligate the taxpayers and local residents to provide them a playground to ride in.
142 Secondly, our Minnesota based "Industry supporters” tout the "economic benefits" of their promotion
R but these same manufacturers have contributed little toward responsible use or designing new
machines that are more ecologically friendly. ATV's can be manufactured to operate more quitely and
there is no reason they should tear up the turf as bad as they do when turned sharply or operated in
slick conditions. | have a 4x4 compact tractor that will turn on a dime and barely leave a mark on the
soil while doing it because it has well designed differentials. Our ATV manufacturers have opted to
use cheap locked axles and let the environment be damned! | will continue to strongly oppose caving
in to the OHYV interests until such time the Manufacturers come to the table willing to do their part
toward less destructive machines and responsible ridership!

143 Further the DNR has consistently complained that they have insufficient enforcement funds
....out you are willing to open a "pandora's box" of enforcement issues you will never be able to put a
lid on!

52. Braun, Chad
I own property in Akeley Twp. and my family rides ATVs and OHMs in the PBSF. Lately, in
the local papers there have been many letters to the editor about OHV issues, many of which are very
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over-exaggerated. The proposed OHV plan looks like a good one and | feel should be implemented.
144 Nearly every weekend we ride in the forest, and | would say 80% of the other OHVers we meet are
families out enjoying the forest on their ATVs. We see very few of the type of people portrayed in the
letters. | don't feel trails through hundreds of thousands of acres of land hurts anything. There are
many opportunities for folks that choose non motorized recreation in the PBSF. There was a letter in a
local paper from someone saying ATVs are destroying the snowmobile trails in the forest, this is
simply not true as | have been snowmobiling in the PBSF this winter, and even earlier with marginal
snow, | could not find any signs of "ATV damage" on the trail system, even the roughest part of the
Round River ATV trail was perfectly smooth after it was groomed. | feel many negative comments
stem from rumors, or lack of knowledge. With the popularity of OHVs on the rise, accomodations and
trail plans need to proceed. OHVers help the local economy in this area that needs tourist dollars.
There absolutely needs to be restrictions on OHVs in the forest, and | believe the DNRs plan should
proceed.

145

146

53. Brink, John & Mary

Being unable to attend the open house meeting in Park Rapids on information and public
input regarding the use of motor vehicles in The Paul Bunyan State Forest, |1 wish to convey my
opposition to any proposed changes that will allow any increase of these public lands for the use of all
types off highway motorized vehicles. Further more, 1 am opposed to the use of state, county,
township or forest roads for the use of these types of vehicles unless they are being used in agriculture
or the express purpose of big game extraction during state hunting seasons.

| believe these types of vehicles damage the sensitive environment of the forests and leave
deep scars on the land for years to come. | have witnessed a continuous increase in the scale of the
destruction from these vehicles due to the escalation in their numbers as well as their size and
horsepower. If something is not done to curb this growing menace we'll soon have units the size of
4-wheel drive tractors used in the fields of the Red River Valley plowing through the forests and bogs
of Minnesota all in the name of sporting recreation. Let's put the brakes on this now before the damage
is so profound that extreme measures need to be taken to restore the forests for our future.

147

148

149

54.  Brunkow, Gary & Cathy
We are NOT in favor of off-road vehicle trail development in the Paul Bunyan State Forest:

150 --Allowing off road trails in the forest will set a precedence for similar development in other state
forests.
--Experience with these trails has proven to be inappropriate use of forest land, i.e. Forest Hills State
Forest closure of vehicle trail.

Let's learn from our mistakes.
--Allowing this type of trail lends to mis-use of area trails and land.
--Vehicle forest trails disrupt the natural environment and wildlife habitat.
--This appears to be a "special interest" project and not in the interest of general population.

152
153
154

55. Bryant, Zach & Dan

Thank you for your efforts to provide places to responsibly ride for my son and | in the Paul
Bunyan State Forest. | am hopeful that opponents of the plan will realize that the 149 miles of
proposed trails is only a minisucule fraction of the total acres covered in this proposal. We enjoy riding
as a safe, fun family activity and we rarely if ever encounter anyone on the trails. We sincerely hope
you will create more trails to lessen the potential impact caused by concentrated use. Thanks again for
all of your efforts to create trails that will allow us to continue to enjoy access to the great outdoors.

56. Buitenwerf, Eric

I understand that the DNR's statewide forest road and trail planning efforts are mandated by
the state legislature. However, | would like to express my fiercest objection to the legislature
determining what types of recreation uses will be allowed on state lands. This decision should lie in
=== the hands of the natural resource specialists the State has hired for their knowledge and expertise in
protecting and preserving said resources. To disallow these specialists the capacity to determine
appropriate land uses (i.e. requiring there to be an ORYV trail designated within the Paul Bunyan State
Forest) is to belittle their skills, jeopardize the resource, and waste taxpayer money.
Clustered trails/multiple use trails

[y
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In the case of natural resource management, no motorized use is benign, especially when that
use is mapped and promoted to the general public. The plan idea to allow different types of motorized
157 use on certain trail corridors is a good one - it mitigates the overall impact to natural resources by
limiting the total miles of trail constructed. It also mitigates difficulties to be encountered in
maintaining and enforcing designated trails.

Sensitive natural resources

How well trails connect to one another, end at convenient parking areas, or provide a variety
of scenery and terrain should be considered only after an area's soils, hydrography, topography, plants,
animals, and cultural artifacts are deemed suitable by local resource professionals to withstand
continued motorized use.

In the case of areas that may not yet have been inventoried for sensitive natural resources, it is
far better policy to designate a trail at a later date than to initially designate a trail, determine damage
is being caused to the resource, and then remove that trail from designation. Public outcry and
enforcement troubles for the latter scenario will be far greater than for the former.

Enforcement

Empirical evidence shows that, in general, motorized uses cause greater damage to natural
159 resources than non-motorized uses. If an adequate enforcement presence is not visible to the public,
there will be an increased chance for resource damage in areas where motorized travel is allowed.

Only designate an amount of trail that the DNR can adequately enforce. In the areas where
160 Conservation Officer positions are unfilled, do not designate trails. Post currently designated trails as
closed. As with snowmobiles and watercraft, enforcement should include speed, vehicle specifications,
location of travel, license tag checks, driving under the influence, unsafe driving, and invasive species
checks.

Exclusions

The allowance of cross-country motorized travel for hunters and trappers should be revoked.
161 If motorized vehicles are disallowed travel in an area to minimize damage to a resource and make
enforcement easier, they should not be allowed for certain users under certain purposes.

The greater number of loopholes and exclusions in a rule or regulation, the more difficult it
becomes to enforce, and the more apt persons are to disregard it. This is most certainly the case with
trail use: once any kind of path or trail has been established, others are more prone to follow it.
Invasive/non-native species

The State of Minnesota spends millions of dollars on efforts to control the spread of invasive
and non-native species (i.e. Eurasian Water Milfoil, non-native earthworms, leafy spurge).

Motorized overland travel contributes to the problem of invasive species by acting as a
medium to distribute non-native materials. Trails should be routed away from invasive/nonnative
species locations, routes should be limited to impervious surfaces, and a public education campaign
including the topic of invasive species needs to be created for OHV/OHM/ORYV users.

Damage mitigation

163 Limit travel to impervious surfaces. Not only will doing so mitigate invasive species
T dispersion as mentioned above, but it will also mitigate rutting, erosion, soil compaction, destruction
of vegetation, and damage to roads, trails, and waterways.

ORYV trail designation

164 The proposed ORV route is the most troubling facet of the plan. There should be no ORV
trail created in the Paul Bunyan State Forest.

I am incensed that, against DNR resource specialists' recommendations, scientific research,
and examples from other ORV areas in Minnesota and surrounding states, leadership within and above
the DNR is requiring such. ORV use is among the most destructive of all uses to natural resources due
to the sheer total area affected by large vehicles. ORV trails and motorized scramble or challenge areas
have long been viewed by natural resource managers, ecologists, and biologists as "sacrificial lambs" -
areas that will be severely disturbed or destroyed by human activities.

Funding motorized recreation such as OHV trails through a portion of the state's gas tax
makes it all the more difficult for resource managers to make decisions based on what is best for the
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landscape rather than what special interest groups feel is owed them. This funding source needs to be
repealed through legislative action.

166 If there is a demand for recreational uses widely acknowledged to be destructive to natural
resources, let the private sector meet that demand. Private off-road tracks, scramble areas, and resorts
are proving quite profitable nationwide, and a free market system will limit the damage and expense of
such areas to those that pay to use them.

Conclusion

==L The DNR's mission to work with citizens to protect and conserve natural resources in a way
to create a sustainable way of life should not be overshadowed by the need to provide recreation
opportunities. Provide opportunities only that the agency can afford to maintain, enforce, and monitor
so that those opportunities are sustainable for future generations. | truly appreciate the efforts of all
involved in this planning process - you have been saddled with an extremely difficult task.

[y
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57. Bullinger, Scot

| support recreational trucks trails in the Paul Bunyan. Paul Bunyan has had a long history of
168 recreational off-road truck use.
Minimum maintenance roads are not recreational. It is imperative the DNR give trucks trails.
169 The powerline area is an already disturbed area and will get continued utility traffic. More trails can be
developed and wetland areas avoided to leave open more trails on the powerline.

58. Bullis, Robert

Hello my name is Robert Bullis, | live in Elk River MN. | hunt, camp and canoe in the Paul
Bunyan state forest. | am appalled at the Commissioners office's decision to force truck trails in the
Paul Bunyan state forest. The field people, who have the expertise and knowledge to make a
170 EDUCATED DECISION were ignored and ordered to add these trails.

I am tired of hearing about the economic boost to the local economies as a reason to add more
OHV trails. How does the destruction of private and state property boost the economy? There is not
= sufficient law enforcement to patrol the trails we have now. Until the rider groups accept there share of
responsibility for the costs of patrolling and maintaining there system, | don't see a reason to require
the tax payers of this state to sacrifice there money and natural resources to appease this outlaw
culture.

I am also tired of the politicians dictating DNR polices to make corporate America happy.
172 Our forests, lakes and streams not only are to be maintained for our enjoyment, they must be kept in
T the best possible condition for our children and grandchildren enjoyment.

I am not in favor of this plan as it has no regard for the future of the forest. If we want to
173 destroy it we may as well cut all the tree's down and make them in to 2x4's and paper at least then we
make money on the timber sale. Provided we don't sell it at a lose just to make the timber companies
happy. | guess the way the DNR Commissioner's office operates now it looks like a lose lose
proposition.

[EEN
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59. Cajw, Kelly
I am writing this letter to inform you that | strongly support recreational truck off-road trails

174 in the Paul Bunyan State Forest.

Power line trails are a perfect match for truck trails. The power line area is already disturbed
175 and must be kept open for utility vehicles.

ATV trails are found in use over all of the state of Minnesota. Truck trails are nearly non-
176 existent. Many Minnesota citizens support off-road truck trails. However, there is no place for these

people to legally drive off road.

Trucks do not cause the level of damage to trails as ATVs do. Trucks are slower and the
177 drivers are generally more responsible. Most support the tread lightly philosophy and do not drive mud
trucks.

60. Calkins, Jon

I am relatively new to this area, | moved to Minnesota in 1998. | have only recently
178 discovered the Martineau riding area, which is fantastic from what | could tell. | only visited the area
in 2004 and did not get the chance to ride my OHM in the area.

I am concerned over the proposed closure of over 10% of the riding trails. Although it is a
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long drive for me to get to the Martineau riding area, | have been anticipating making one or two trips
(more as my children get older and can join in on the experience) each year going forward.

179 | understand, with the new legislation, the DNR will be required to expend additional
resources to mark trails. The DNR resources are already limited.With this type of management in
mind, the number of riding trails will continue to be decreased simply due to costs verses budget for
the DNR. This appears to be a well thought out method of ending OHM use on state and county land
over several years time without most people realizing what is going on. Please advise what I can do to
help prevent this from happening.

61. Carlson, Marty

I have taken the opportunity to look over the Public Review Draft (11/08/2004) and while |
appreciate portions of the draft there are some parts that leave me with questions.l appreciate the "trail
riding alternative" that is realized as riding on the road or road right-of-way is not my intended use for

180 my ATV and | would definitely choose the "alternative”. | also agree that enforcement/education will
play a major role in getting people on the right track.
181 On the other hand, | find the 149 miles of proposed designated trails to be insufficient. I find

= it hard to imagine that of the 217,000 acres that less than 1/20 of 1% of that area would be suitable for

motorized recreation without creating user conflict or environmental concerns for sensitive areas.

I note the 421 inventoried miles that will remain undesignated through the current process. It seems to
be more of a "blanket" closure rather than a case by case basis of trail inventories. 1 really find it

hard to believe that of those 421 miles than none would accept motorized activity.

182 It also seems that many of the spur trails that were once logging trails will, for the most part,
T be closed to motorized activity. This again seems to be more of a blanket closure and unacceptable.
Why not close off trails that lead to sensitive areas rather than cut off all spur trail activity. That said, |
appreciate the opportunity to express some of my comments/concerns to you. | also understand your
objectives of environmental protection as well as avoidance of user conflict (a tough job, no doubt).

62. Case, Kevin

Please dont close some of those areas for 4 wheeler and our dirtbikes. Our family spends time
183 up there and we travel all the way from Mankato Mn, since there is no where to ride...

Please keep it open. | pay license tabs on all my dirtbikes and 4 wheelers we have to register
and there is no place close to ride.. Please keep it a family ride.. Please let me know if your are going
to work with the SMDRA in Southern Mn to open up trails. | know there is quite a bit a money there
to get out, but no land please work on the issue and get back to me.

184
185

63. Casson, John

This letter provides comments on the proposed Off Highway Vehicle Plan for Paul Bunyan
State Forest and Hubbard County lands.

First of all, let me state that | have met personally with most of the Hubbard County
Commissioners as well as DNR Commissioner Merriam and Director Martinson concerning this plan.
It is very clear to me that the premise of this plan is that if we develop a trail system, most ATV riders
will use the system in lieu of other places and the present ATV problems and issues in Hubbard
County will be resolved.

This premise is based on a fantasy and a prayer as opposed to reality. There is not one shred
186 of evidence or case history to support the argument that if you build trails, the majority of riders will
use them and nothing else. This concept is a fantasy perpetrated by OHV advocates and adopted by
the DNR and our elected officials. Neither has a basis for taking such a position or for proposing such
an extensive availability of our land and environment to this destructive activity. To the contrary, the
evidence and real-life experience is clear and overwhelming that developed trail systems dramatically
187 increase environmental destruction. All-terrain vehicles are designed and sold to go off trails and
that's what operators use them for. Development of ATV trails in other parts of the country clearly
demonstrate that significant numbers of ATV riders use the dedicated trails as launching pads for
forays into wetlands, private property, non-motorized areas and pristine areas of the forest. They make
existing problems worse. Decision makers need to be aware of this case history, prior to deciding on
this proposal.

188 As has been advocated, a reasonable solution is to have a contained and controlled trail
system that is manageable and where activities can be monitored and regulations enforced. This
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proposal does the right thing in development of an ATV trail system. However, unless the activity is
contained, the trail system will be a complete failure. Besides the trail system, this plan provides OHV
189 access to the rest of the Paul Bunyan State Forest, and the entire County. This clearly creates a
completely unmanageable situation. Problems will only worsen from the present condition.

On page 17 of the Plan, is states "Managed use on managed trails". However, the Plan does
190 not propose to practice this concept. Managed use is impossible given this proposal to keep most
forest roads open to motorized travel. Many "minimum maintenance roads" should be closed or not
even classified as roads (undesignated routes).

In the Hubbard County Forest Resources Management Plan, developed in 2002, it was stated
191 that "the County will continue its policy of identifying appropriate forest roads and trails for motorized
use". At the time that plan was developed, | requested that the County disclose the criteria used to
determine which roads are "appropriate”. This request was ignored, and now it is clear in this
proposal, that County forest roads are deemed "appropriate for motorized use" unless they are under
water. This plan indicates that there is no intent to manage motorized use on County managed lands. |
do not believe this meets the expectations and needs of County residents.

Also during the development of the Hubbard County Forest Resources Plan, I commented
that motorized access to land parcels less than 300-500 acres in size is unnecessary to provide
residents with dispersed recreation opportunities (as defined in the Plan) and suggested that such
parcels be closed to motorized uses. Clearly, this too has been ignored in this proposal. It appears as
though Hubbard County chooses to provide an unmanaged condition for our public lands. Free-for-all
chaos appears to be the rule. | will bluntly state that this is unacceptable to County residents.

This proposal of uncontained and wide-spread OHV activity in Hubbard County will
193 undoubtedly result in overbearing stresses on our local government services. The Sheriff's office will
be drawn into investigating accidents, trespass and more sinister incidents, and additional enforcement
staff will ultimately be required. County rights-of-way will be increasingly damaged. Township
boards, already strapped with tight budgets and few tools to deal with increasing issues, will have to
deal with frequently damaged township roads and complaints because of ATV traffic.

In summary, this proposal doesn't even come close to meeting the needs of our natural

resources and County residents. It is a plan for disaster and chaos. But, to be more helpful, | have
listed below my specific recommendations for changes to this plan:
194 1. The designated trail system for ATVs should be contained and limited to the existing
footprint of the Martineau OHM trail system. This is a generous portion of the Paul Bunyan
State Forest and will provide a quality ATV experience that can be managed, monitored and
controlled. With the exception of System Forest Roads, the remainder of the State Forest and
County Lands should be closed to OHVs.

[y
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195 2. Connector trails should not be designated. Such trails serve as launching pads, as discussed
above and give ATVs access to every corner of the County. For instance, concerning the
195a proposed connector trail from Lake George to Lake Plantagenet, the Plan states on page 14,

"The proposed ATV trail in this unit would provide ATV riders from northern Hubbard

County connections to Lake George and trails to the south, west and east." By trails to the

east, | presume it is meant the US 71 road ditch that passes ATVs through 7 miles of spotted

knapweed and into my front yard! The clear intent of trails such as this is to provide

unencumbered ATV access throughout the County. This defeats the purpose of developing a

plan at all.

196 3. No ORV trails! Off road mudder trucking is an illegitimate, outlaw activity. Once again,
how dare you try to legitimize this activity. Where do these people come from? | was raised
to respect things and government endorsement of this activity is a disgrace. This activity has
no business occurring anywhere, and certainly not on our public lands.

4. Motorized activity on County lands outside of the State Forest needs to be managed and

197 limited. Motorized activity should be limited to System Forest Roads, and no motorized
access should be allowed on isolated parcels less than 500 acres in size. Reasonable parking
areas should be planned so people can park and properly use these lands.

5. This proposal shows ATV trails on County lands accessible only through private property.

197a This provides exclusive propriety use of County lands to individuals. This should not be how

access to public lands is managed. If adjacent landowners are to have exclusive privileges,
then | wish to have such privileges on the County lands adjacent to my property. Presently,
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minimum maintenance roads are encouraging illegal cross-country travel which is impacting
our public lands and adjacent township roads.

198 6. ATV use of State and County highway road ditches should be limited to designated and
managed trails. Ditches were not designed for ATV use. The present condition of State and
County road ditches in Hubbard County is an eyesore and a public embarrassment.

64. Cheorette, Marcel

| support truck trails in Paul Bunyan. Not all ORV users are mud boggers. In fact, people who
199 choose to only mud bog do not use these trails. The people who use the trails in my club are
responsible and respectful to the trails and surrounding woods and wetlands.

65. Chesley, Elaine

200 It is my understanding that the DNR is planning to allow trucks into the Paul Bunyan State
Forest. Please do not allow this to happen. We need such areas to be kept safe for wildlife. Thank you
for your consideration of this request.

66. Chester, Bonnie

I would like to have a say in some positive comments on the Paul Bunyan State
Forest/Hubbard County Forests. | have been riding ATV's for the last 10 years and totally enjoy
riding, enjoying this great outdoors that the good Lord provided for everyone. Here we are looking at
217,000 acres of land and wondering why do we have to listen to the roar of ATV's, well for one thing
its more than enough land for everyone to enjoy. | mean trails for hiking, biking, atving,
snowmobilers. | am all for posting closed to sensitive areas, connecting trails that lead to separate
riding areas this is what we need in Minnesota a trail system. Looking at other states they have
managed very well with a trail system, spur trails that were old logging trails are great for riding. With
so few trails of course they are going to be used all the time by everyone, but by making established
routes to different areas it will lessen the concentration on just one trail. These trails were to be
inventoried and make new trails in this case there should be 421 miles of trails. With 217,000 acres of
land there has to be 421 miles that can be designated as trails with more in the future.
203 With clubs in the area helping to maintain these trails we can still keep them open and
o beautiful even for the hikers. | look at trails as I look at our highways, if we only had one highway it
would be used by all and would need to fixed all the time. But we have many highways leading all
over the state, this is the example we need to be used on our trails. Everyone knows to stay on the
highway and not drive in the median and ditches this is the education part we need to instill in atv'ers.
With the Youth ATV Safety program this is what we strive for. We will strive to the young riders to
stay on designated trails, obey the rules, respect the forests. ATV's are not going away, we are here to
stay we just need to be sensitive to the environment.

67. Christensen, Jason

I am writing this letter in response to the article on the front page of the Star Tribune
Christmas Day. | am an avid ORV enthusiast, and it pleases me that the media has focused attention
on the fastest growing sport in the Nation. | have followed ORV legislation closely for several years,
and am concerned about the current closing of ORV access to Minnesota's beautiful State Parks. |

204 know that the State Forest reviews that are currently in process have intentions of allocating trails to
ORVs, but up to this point,no trails have been designated.
205 | also follow closely with many of the organizations that are seeking to completely block

OHV access to all State Parks, and hope that such legislation never comes into existence (such as

the legislation that Senator Ruud is pushing). | don't have a "mudder truck™ as these organizations
portray the people of our sport, and use my Jeep to enjoy the wilderness of Minnesota with my family.
206 I hope that Minnesotans can access State Forests in a responsible manner, and still have

e trails available that are an enjoyable challenge for the 4x4 enthusiasts.

68. Classon, Jone & Wayne

| want to voice our objection to increasing access of 4 wheelers to our state forests and
207 adjoining lands. These machines tear up the land and vegetation causing erosion and unsightly scares
in the woods that lasts indefinitely. Even when travel is stopped it takes years to heal the scars. In
many areas our soil is light/sandy and when the relatively thin humus of the forest floor is torn up it is
very costly to stop the erosion and condition the land so that it will again support vegetation,
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A large network of separate signed trails gives legal access to a large area of our county. The
208 thought that this would limit the destruction to given roads and trails does not hold water. What it
does is develop a large area that will be impossible to police. It will effectively give our forests a
greater exposure to the destruction of these machines.

69. Clemmons, Mark

I know that you are not receiving much communication from the OHV community regarding
the upcoming land reclassification. This lack of communication is due to the nature of OHV
enthusiasts. These people want very strongly to continue to enjoy their OHV hobby in the state
forests. Unfortunately, these people are independent, non-political, and largely blue collar. They
don't know how or where to speak up. They are afraid to speak up. They are predominately
downtrodden white males. White males currently feel oppressed by all facets of American life. Most
white men see themselves as little more than tax paying human garbage. That is due to the 40 year
economic, legal and psychological war waged upon white males by the feminists. One of the only
remaining healthy outlets for your average white guy is to ride his ATV or dirt bike.

On the other hand, left wing types, such as feminists and environmentalists, are highly
political and well organized. These socially and emotionally maladjusted people form rabid lobbing
210 groups and systematically attack anything that represents the traditional American lifestyle. This
T includes attacking the right to ride a dirt bike or ATV through an empty forest. The fact that the OHV
community is comprised of non-political people is essential to this current strategy of closing the
forests via "reclassification”. The architects of this plan are exploiting the fact that OHV people will
not form groups and will not speak up. The characteristic disorganization and silence of the OHV
community is being used to shut them down.

You need to understand that the legislation that called for the reclassification of state land
was intended to eliminate more than just OHV enthusiasts from state forests. It is intended as a first
step to eliminate PEOPLE from state forests. Perhaps you are laughing at this statement. If you laugh
its only because you are not aware of what has been taking place elsewhere in America. For example,
in California, this exact same process started 20 years ago. First the motorized vehicles were
eliminated. Then they eliminated bicycles. Next they eliminated campers and hikers. Today huge
portions of California forest are closed to all human entry. The result is massive layoffs for DNR
employees. They will not be needed when the forests are unoccupied. What's more, the state is facing
severe budget problems. If the state forests are closed to the OHV community, then there will be
demands to shed DNR staff. | will be one of those that will fiercely demand DNR cutbacks if the
forests are closed.

Finally, where do you want these angry white men to vent their rage? If not on an ATV or
dirt bike in an empty forest, where do you want them to vent? I'll let your imagination ponder this
question.

212 The key point of this letter is this- For everyone's best interests, the state forests must remain
— widely open to the OHV community. The OHV community represents most if not all use of state
forest land during the non-hunting seasons. If it's closed we won't need DNR staff. Motels won't

get as many visitors, etc...

I'm sorry if you read about things here that you are unfamiliar with. | studied political
science. That is why I'm keenly aware of such matters. | also ride a dirt bike, and | want to continue
to ride. 1 want my children to ride. Please keep the forests widely open to the OHV community.

209
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70.  Collins, Don & Cheryl

Please, please do not allow "technical trail" development for trucks in the Paul Bunyan State
213 Forest, or in any other forest in Minnesota. Four-wheel drive vehicles can use the mine area near
Gilbert, or other already ravaged mining or pit areas. Can we possibly save the forests for peaceful and
quiet pursuits. We already suffer from snow mobile noise pollution in winter. Now we must endure
more motor noise during the non snow months. Birds, wildflowers, mushrooms and wildlife will
certainly be disrupted as much as humans trying to enjoy them, if trucks are using the areas.

We hope the planning team returns to its original recommendation against truck trails in
forested areas. We live in St. Louis County, but also have property in Cass County, just feet away from
Hubbard County.
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71. Collins, Thomas

I am writing as a Minnesotan concerned about the direction of the controversial issue on
OHV use and trail designation in Hubbard County. According to what | have read in the Park Rapids
Enterprise, copies of which have been graciously supplied by a former resident with the same
concerns, many county residents are currently weighing the pros and cons of the arguments and trying
to identify the long-range effects of county and state decisions on the matter.

For the past 40 years | have centered my outdoor activities in this area, either as a biologist at
the Lake Itasca station, or as a bowhunter in the Lake George area, or as a nature photographer,
snowshoer, hiker, or crosscountry skier everywhere. Like most others, | have been attracted to the
beautifully clear lakes, the extensive coniferous forests, the "northwoods" biota as well as the
stimulating climate and interesting geology. Since | first arrived in Minnesota in the 50's, many
environmental changes have occurred and the long-range consequences of many are yet to be
determined.

My feelings, in general, about OHV's are clouded by my own personal experiences, which for
the most part, have not been good. While quietly enjoying the woods during bowhunts, | have
215 repeatedly been disturbed by thoughtless "four-wheelers" making new trails through the forest and
evaporating the solace that I cherish, instead leaving behind a track of bent brush that lasts for months.
Respect for property seems to be disregarded and hunting regulations are largely ignored. In one
instance, | was fortunate in seeing the rear of the vehicle, which was running at dusk without lights,
and narrowly avoiding a collision. They are noisy. Obviously my interests and theirs are mostly
incompatible.

For the person, like myself, who enjoys the quieter “sports”, such as bowhunting,
photography, fly-fishing, snowshoeing, cross-country skiing, canoeing and hiking, the concept of
extending and connecting trails for OHV's is very disturbing, particularly in the Paul Bunyan Forest. |
cannot understand the necessity of some persons for somehow requiring that a motor always be
attached to their anatomy, nor can | appreciate their attraction and appetite for traveling to areas of
remoteness and pristine beauty over a field or areas designated for this use. Once these areas are
opened to such use, the "honeycombing" will continue, erosion will flourish, and the reason for this
land being dedicated to the preservation of the past will be lost forever.

However, as the Area Trails and Waterways Supervisor recently stated, "There's room for

everyone". True. The question is "Where"? This is the point at which the two edges of the sword
meet-Where? Apparently, OHV's owners are not content with a restricted area designated for this
purpose only but, instead relish a system of well maintained trails, periodically punctuated with gas
and "watering holes", that extends and interconnects for miles and miles. Are the users willing to pay
218 for this maintenance and repair?
Finally, Minnesota has vested economic interest in the manufacture, success and popularity of
219 OHV's, the use of which is adding to the growing economic burden of importing gasoline for the
country. Snowmobiles have had less impact on the environment because of the snow "cushion" and the
seasonal limitation to but a few months of the year and are selling at one-fourth the rate of ATVS, so
consequently the problems of erosion and carelessness are expected to grow.

Hubbard County is still a very beautiful area but not quite as attractive as it once was. Those
220 marvelous lakes 50 years ago were for the most part, wreathed in natural woods dotted here and there
with small clusters of modest, rustic cottages. Now the lakes resemble "park lagoons" in their being
totally surrounded by houses, some palatial, and manicured lawns. Speedboats and skidoos have
replaced the rowboats, sailboats and canoes; its noisy, smells of gas fumes and certainly not restful.
221 Economic benefits have accrued, and some fortunes have been made but with an attendant cost in
pollution, sanitation and road construction and repair. But the lake as a natural resource has been
partially lost. Might the same thing happen with those magnificent forests?
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72.  Conlan, Chris
First of all I am not an ATV rider. | am however, in favor or multiple use programs. | am not

222 sure how our society came to look upon "wilderness experiences" as something you drive to, get out of
your vehicle and valaaaaa you are in a pristine, noiseless area.
223 I have lived in Cook County for over 30 years and watched the environmental groups scream

and complain about everything motorized (until they need a motor boat or snowmobile to do a rescue).
There is enough land for everybody to have a place to do what they love most. Lets see fairness have
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a place in decisions, not just money talking.
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73. Cook, Emeline
“Forests Should be a Refuge”

We must recognize the needs of all wildlife species! There is no relationship to natural
resources and all the motorized vehicles. If left to be uncontrolled, our lands, waters and wildlife
habitat will be consumed. It’s easy to designate trails, but we all well know it takes an act of Congress
to modify. We must learn from years and decades from/of similar mistakes all over our world.

I am very concerned about (issue #1) our township roads which is in front of our house and
other residents. When hundreds of these vehicles, plus campers, trailers, RV’s, ATV’s, etc., go past
your doorstep every weekend during the summer, we do not have a single weekend of peace.

(Issue #2) State highway 34 trails were bad enough with two ruts with grass between; now it
has been scraped down and gravel hauled in. The gravel is shot off to the sides and into the grass and
people’s yards and flower beds. After rain, these are a string of mud holes — the native flowers,
including the Lady Slippers are beaten into the ground; the nesting birds seldom use the bird house put
up for them along the trail. All this destruction approved by DNR Trails & Waterways Supervisor.
And no PERMIT evident (maybe: after the fact). The ditches along County Road 25 received the same
destruction, without a permit.

(Issue #3) The DNR approved (and grant rec) to put an illegal ATV bridge over the canoe
route connecting Crow Wing Lakes #3 and #4. Beautiful trees cut down, cement beams on each side
and polluted sawdust hauled in; only to be washed into the steam with the first rain.

(Issue #4) We had a lovely environmental pond on the east edge of Akeley and Highway 34.
There were nesting birds in the surrounding bushes in the spring — all was bulldozed down and dirt
hauled in to fill it: all Trails & Waterways approved!! Highway 34 from Walker to Detroit Lakes
was/is designated a SCENIC BYWAY - not so anymore. Please close these highway ditches! If no
impact study is required, considering the environment wildlife and humans: There will be no end to
the loss of our forests and the air we breathe. Some think ATVs etc. bring dollars into our community.
We all know the cost of repairing the destruction far out weighs the sale of beer and pop. We cannot
and must not overlook the one extremely important issue: our lives, our environment and our health
are dependent on the world around us. We need to take care of our land, not destroy it. This is all we
have. There will be no more.

| have attended H.C. board meetings. There is absolutely no help there and impossible to
communicate with. They are insensitive to people’s needs as well as our DNR people. Where do we go
for advice and help?

*When driveways are destroyed — the owner has to pay for repairs.

*Large license plates on motorized ATVs etc. so one could read them at a 60-70 mph speed.

*Large fines (ex. for driving thru yellow ribboned off areas, $1,500 would be a good starting point (as
Mpls. Plans to do)

This is why we have had such destruction in this area. People are angry.

*Please consider closing all ditch use.

* Enclosed is my newspaper article on the harassment we have received. I’m not angry with my
neighbor, just want consideration and respect.

Hello John,

Thanks for reading my column. My column dealt with the trails designation process on federal
national forest land. Minnesota state forest lands are managed differently, and while they also have
been going through a designation process, it is different and has a different time line than on federal
land.

From your excellent letter below advocating riding in the Martineau area, | guess you have figured that
out. It's letters like yours that let managers know that you really care.

One of our BlueRibbon Directors, Sonia Bartz, is with ATVAM and is from Zimmerman. She has
been active in the state forests designation processes and can likely help you with further questions.
For my part, | understand that OHV recreation in Minnesota's state forests needs to be managed. They
are a magnificent resource that offers wonderful opportunity for OHVers. Managers need to heed
comments like yours and manage them for maximum opportunity while protecting the resource.

74. Calkins, Jon
I am relatively new to this area, | moved to Minnesota in 1998. | have only recently
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discovered the Martineau riding area, which is fantastic from what | could tell. | only visited the area
in 2004 and did not get the chance to ride my OHM in the area.

I am concerned over the proposed closure of over 10% of the riding trails. Although it is a
234 long drive for me to get to the Martineau riding area, | have been anticipating making one or two trips
(more as my children get older and can join in on the experience) each year going forward.

| understand, with the new legislation, the DNR will be required to expend additional
resources to mark trails. The DNR resources are already limited. With this type of management in
mind, the number of riding trails will continue to be decreased simply due to costs verses budget for
the DNR. This appears to be a well thought out method of ending OHM use on state and county land
over several years time without most people realizing what is going on. Please advise what I can do to
help prevent this from happening.
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75. Cook, Douglas

| was at the meeting in Park Rapids Minnesota at the high school about ATV and other
motorized travel in Northern Hubbard County on January the 12" and this is my response.
236 The ditch travel on state highway 34 and some county and township roads should not be allowed if at
all possible.

| believe a staging area for each area of Paul Bunyan that will have approved trails, be
237 established in such a way, that the approved staging areas will have access to these trails only and no
connecting trails be established. This would remove much of the recreation vehicle travel thru and near
residential areas. This would eliminate, | believe, much of the negative response being generated by
the concerned public.
238 I think more thought is needed by the county and the DNR as how all this travel will be
policed and where the money is to be obtained to build these staging areas.
239 The manufacturing companys that have invested interest in all this should be encouraged to
provide funds for much if not all of the construction of these staging areas.
240 | believe not enough sensitivity to the damage, that has already been done by this recreation
travel, has been demonstrated by our county and the DNR, as evidenced by the damage done under the
old railroad bridge in Akeley, in the name of making a trail connection.
241 I do not believe all these trail areas should be connected and that each trail area should be
distinctive and unrelated and set apart.

76.  Cornell, Adam

I am just writing to let you know that | am very disappointed to see that there is even a hint of
consideration for allowing 4-wheel Trucks to run amuck within our Paul Bunyan State Forest. | own a
cabin very near the state forest, and would seriously consider moving if such nonsense were allowed
within our state forest. I, along with tens of thousands of other Minnesotans, primary reason for
owning land and being up north, is to get away from the city. | leave the cities and want to be
surround by the silence of the north woods...not the roar of 4-wheel trucks...I do not need to trade one
494 for another.

Second of all, isn t the idea of opening up the state forest to vehicles contrary to the
foundation of the forest? It was created in order to preserve the beauty of the land, to let nature grow
free from human interference. Let us not now give into the few...please represent the majority of the
population and do not allow the construction of 4-wheel courses within our state forest.

242
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77. Cothsan, Tim

| support recreational trails in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. The Paul Bunyan S.F. has had a
244 long history of recreational truck use; i.e., off-road truck use.
Minimum maintenance roads are not recreational, and it is imperative that the DNR gives
244a trucks trails for off-road use. 6.234 miles of trails and 2.203 miles of recreational minimum
maintenance road is not enough. ATVs have gotten 37 miles of trails and 35 miles of recreational
minimum maintenance roads — a little unproportional as you can see. The DNR should be able to find
more trails for trucks. Trucks have and can continue to share trails with ATVs. The powerline area is
244b an already disturbed area and will continue to be used by utility traffic anyhow. The DNR should be
willing to do more to try to keep more of the powerline open to trucks. More trails can be reworked
and wet areas avoided to leave open more trail on the powerline. On the powerline, wet areas do not
drain out into the watershed.
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78. Craig

I am writing to you about getting more truck trails in northern state forests. | am a member of
245 Minnesota Four Wheel Drive Association and we are getting screwed out of user trails. Other
motorized vehicles are getting trails in forests and we’re not. Why? We are no more damaging than
logging or any other machinery used in the forests. If we had user trails in the Paul Bunyan or Beltrami
forests, it could bring big money to the area. We need more truck trails so we don’t wreck the forests.
Don’t exclude us.

79.  Cutler, Susan

I am writing to comment on the proposed changes to the Paul Bunyon for Managed to
Limited status. | generally support the proposed change in classification. | believe our state forests
need clear designations for particular uses. However, | disagree with some of the specific proposals. |
would like motorized recreation restricted to the area East of Spur 2. Keeping the area west of Spur 2
primarily non-motorized would be of benefit to wildlife sensitive to human encroachment. In the
future motorized travel could always be expanded, however it would be nearly impossible to reverse
the effects of increased motorized use once it has occurred.

I am also opposed to the concept of connecting trails. Motorized recreation is growing at a

rapid rate. | think that is bad for the health of our planet, contributing to global warming, pollution, etc.
| feel that connecting trails will encourage motorized recreation to grow at an even faster rate.
248 Finally, I am opposed to the designation of 9 miles for a truck "challenge" course. | do not
T feel that the Paul Bunyon State Forest is the appropriate venue for this type of recreation. A place
where that the landscape has already been radically changed would be more appropriate, such as on
Iron Range mining dumps.

246
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80. Danelius, Steve

Myself and many of my friends frequently use and appreciate the Martineau trails system &
249 Hubbart county forest area. As OHV operators and specifically Dirt bike riders we have been riding in
this and other Minnesota areas for most of our lives and strongly support the continued availability of
these and other trials for all to enjoy.

81. David, Randy

I am a 4X4 truck owner, and | would like to see more trails in the Above area for our
250 vehicles. ATV's and motorcycles have many miles of trails and our group has none so far, and the
proposed ORYV trail consists of current forest roads. We have worked with the DNR for many years to
develop a trail system for ORVs, and now it seems that we are not welcome in the forest. | don't
understand the policy change or why we are being denied the ability to enjoy the use of our State
Lands. Please consider this when you are making your decisions about this forest.

82. Davis, Joshua

Please consider this as a brief, but official comment on the Paul Bunyan State Forest trail
designation plan.l regularly visit Hubbard County forests on bird watching trips. When 1 visit, | am
disappointed to hear roaring motors in the distance.

| request that on OHV maps the DNR also identify public lands (with mature forest stands if

251 possible) that are out of earshot of designated ATV trails, say at least a one-mile buffer.
| also request that ATVs also be kept out of earshot of all canoe routes and
252 . )
lakes without boat landings.
253 Finally, please make sure that enforcement information including number to
- call to report violations are prominent on all maps.
83. DeGayner, Bret
Recreational trucks should be able to have trails in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. It has a long
254 history of off road truck use. Please understand that “mudder” trucks are not set up for the trails we
support. They mainly run thru mud holes on privately owned property.
255 Minimum maintenance roads are not recreational. P.S. Loggers do more damage in one hour than we

can do in a year.

84. DeHaut, Dave & Gloria
We would like to state our position regarding the proposal to increase ATV trails in northern
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Minnesota. We live near Itasca State Park, and can see in the roadside areas a great amount of damage
256 already done by casual ATV riders. Increasing trail availability to encourage more individuals and
groups of riders to come to this area will be a big mistake as far as scenic beauty and environmental
protection is concerned. This should be a matter of much concern to the DNR.

On a more personal note, we have experienced ATV riders trespassing on our large wooded
tract of land. We maintain over four miles of trails for our own use, walking, skiing, etc. On New
Year's Day we were walking in the woods, and saw ATV tracks in the new snow. We followed the
tracks to a seasonal cabin across the lake, but did not approach or confront anyone, assuming that they
had seen our signs or the bird houses, or the fact that the trails were maintained, and recognized that
they were on private property and had gone home. Before we reached our home, we heard them again,
roaring through our woods in our direction. We stood in the middle of the trail, forcing them to stop
(they gave every indication of racing right past us), and told them they were trespassing. The answer
given was that they were "lost"...sure, for the second time that day!

All the evidence we have seen indicates that when ATV riders are encouraged to come to an
258 area where they have no vested interest, most of them do not respect other people's property. Local
T riders are careful and respect their neighbors' land as well as public property. Please do not open more
trails, especially ones that connect the dots between bars!

)
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~

85. Derby, Ted & Mary Ellen

Minnesota is drastically behind Wisconsin in providing ATV trails. For the past several years
my wife and | have traveled to Wisconsin to ride our ATV on their county and state trails. We spend
approximately $1,200.00 to $1,500.00 each year in Wisconsin for motels, meals, fuel, camping fees,
and yes, we gladly pay the $18.00 annual trail use fee required. We meet many other Minnesota
ATV'ers in Wisconsin. Something is wrong with this picture! (I grew up on a farm just south of
Verndale, MN. The rural north central counties could use the money we have been spending in
Wisconsin.)

This past October we had the opportunity to ride the trail near Akely, MN in the Paul Bunyan
260 State Forest. This trail is an excellent example of what ATV owners need. Additional trails in the
- State/County forests would entice us to ride our ATV in Minnesota.

Some interesting methods used in Wisconsin:

a.. ATVs are not allowed to ride in the road ditches. Routes are provided on paved State/County
261 highways with the notice to "Ride on hard surface only!". (I've never seen a road ditch ruined by ATV
o ruts in Wisconsin.)

b.. Speed limits on hard surface roads are set at 30 MPH.

259

262 c.. Use of gravel county/township roads to connect trails. These are also posted to "Stay on road
263 surface!" with speed limits set at 30 MPH and 10 MPH when passing a rural home (minimizes dust).
d.. Access to ATV trails from county campgrounds/parks.
264 e.. Routes provided into cities/towns to motels, restaurants, ATV repair shops, and, gas stations and
265 convenience stores.
f.. Some snowmobile trails are used as ATV trails during the summer and winter.
266 g.. All trails are very well marked.
267 More comments:

a.. Minnesota has hundreds of thousands of acres of forest land that is not generating much income
for the state.

268 b.. A trail user fee is not objectionable and would help off-set the cost of maintaining the trails.

269 c.. | believe the current proposed 149 miles in 217,000 acres is a good start but very short of what is
210 needed.

271 d.. Use of old (and new) logging trails is an inexpensive method of providing ATV trails...just make
= sure the logging trails to sensitive areas are closed.

272 e.. ATV routes connecting riding trails is a must in the ATV trail system.

- f.. Have trails open for ATVs (and groomed for ATVs) in the winter. The lodging/restaurant
273 business would benefit. (The snowmobile season has been non-existent to very short.)

T g.. The state and counties need to work with the national forest to provide trails/routes in and through
2733 the national forest system. There are many roads in the national forests that "may" be legal for ATV
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use...but it's almost impossible to be sure.
A little about us:
a.. We are in the mid to late 50 age group.
b.. Minnesota has always been our home.
c.. We live in Fillmore County.
d.. I'm semi-retired, Mary Ellen works full-time.
e.. We ride an ATV designed for two riders. (My wife loves to ride but not drive.)
f.. We "tread lightly" and carry out everything that we bring in.
Your effort to provide additional ATV trails is appreciated.

86. DeVries, Wallace

I am writing in suppot of "connector trails". 1 think the DNR has a great plan that will
274 encourage ATV riders to stay on the trails. The plan to provide trails where riders can spend a week
vacation riding and not have to go on the same trail twice is well thought out.

As Freedom Ridge was specifically mentiond on the night of comments, | would like to

215 comment on behalf of the business. | was told a short time ago that about all the county could
approve for the campers at Freedom Ridge would be a trail going out from the campground six miles
and back again. | can't see people wanting to come and camp if all they can do is ride out six miles

276 and back again all weekend. Another problem is When people only have a six mile strip to ride on all

- weekend, they get bored and start to "explore" other trails they should not be on.

277 The connector trails and the long distances to ride will give riders good reason to come to
T Northers Minnesota for vacations and weekend outings. When | worked in the Twin Cities area,
employees | worked with would go on snowmobile outings, and the big talk when they returned was
how they could travel 200, 300, 400 even 500 miles a weekend on snowmobile, with hardly ever
having to take the same trail twice. This is what ATV riders are looking for also. The DNR plan will
go a long way toward encouraging people to come and vacation in Minnesota and encourage
Minnesotans to stay in Minnesota to vacation rather than going to other states.

87. DeWandeler, Jeannette

I had the opportunity to ride ATVs in the Paul Bunyan state forest several years ago when the
sport was young. Our group had a terrific time there and would like to be able to return to enjoy more
of the same.

I am in total support to delegate the trail system in proposal there. | don't believe that our use
of less than 1/2 of a percent of the total forest area will do any long term and significant damage.
Please submit my comments as a supporter of this fun, family oriented recreation that supports the
economy in the areas in which it is allowed.

278

88. DuBose, Chris

I am encouraged by your proposal to add off-road trails to the Paul Bunyan State Forest. | go
there often to ride my dirt bike with my family. Although | personally will probably not use the new
truck area, | think it is important to recognize that there are those that do and provide safe and
environmentally responsible areas for them to use. Please forward my support for the new proposal.

89. Dudley, Cynthia
280 The DNR proposal looks good except for connecting trails. If the intent is inforcement some
day you need a connecting trail system for an officer to be effective. Please think about this.

90. Dudley, Jeff

281 We need a connecting trail system in Hubbard County. The system planned now will make it
totally impossible for any kine for law inforcement.
91. Duevel, James J.
As a hunter for some 30 years in the Paul Bunyan state forest, I'm extremely concerned about
the current truck trail proposal that the DNR has put forth for Paul Bunyan State Forest. | think the
282 proposal is a bad idea and further study should be undertaken to find a more appropriate place to run
trucks.
283 It is my understanding that state officials originally planned for no special truck trails for the

Paul Bunyan state forest, based on advice from a local DNR planning team. Now, suddenly, the winds
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have shifted. I've read that DNR management in St. Paul redirected the thinking (see StarTribune
article, 12/25/04). Was there adequate due diligence to reach this new conclusion? There couldn't
have been. Therefore, the proposal needs further review and consideration.

It's obvious that such a proposal will have a significant negative effect both on the beauty of
this forest and its use for hunting, biking and other "passive" activities. | doubt the state forest
management plan ever contemplated truck trail use. Why would we use some of the state's most
beautiful land for such a use? Has the DNR given significant consideration to other areas, such as
"stripped areas" (gravel pits, mining areas, etc.) or other marginal land, that could be used instead?

I realize we need to find a compromise and have a place for off-road ATV and vehicle use.
However, lets not be rash in concluding that Paul Bunyan State Forest is the place. Once trucks are in
there, the destruction is done. Lets give this proposal more thought and try to find a solution that
better balances the long-term interests of all stakeholders.

In the end, after appropriate consideration, if the truck activity must be in this state forest, we
need restrictions. Hunter/ATV problems suggest that "monster trucks" shouldn't be in the woods in
the Fall. We can't hunt in the other three seasons, so keep them out during the hunting seasons.

92. Duncanson, Janet

I’m writing to state my opposition to the planned expansion of ATV and OHV trails in Paul
Bunyan State Forest. Our state forests aren’t just for ATVs. They take over and destroy our state
forests, destroy the environment. Destroy the wetlands. It’s a disgrace that we’ve allowed this to
happen in Minnesota. We are allowing special interests supported by ATV manufacturers to destroy
our environment. Once it’s gone, it’s gone, it’s gone forever. State forests are for us to enjoy, not
destroy.

I’m strongly opposed to this plan and we see the damage. The ATV’ers come and tear things
all up and go home. Why would we ever allow this terrible management of our natural resources. As
many people as may come to ATV, that many and more won’t come because of the ugliness and
destruction they cause.

This plan needs to stop.

93.  Durigan, Tom

I am against any Technical and/or Challenge Trails in any state or federal forest; especially
Paul Bunion State Forest. Parks and government land are about the only "natural” places that people
can go to have a peaceful, quiet time. Please leave them that way. If trails for bikes and trucks are
needed, create them on the Iron Range where the land has already been destroyed by mankind.

94. Durrant, Sue

| read in the paper and heard reports on MPR about ATV use in state forests. | live in Central
MN, and | firmly believe we need to protect the state forests and not allow trucks and ATVs in them.
They are noisy and destructive. There is less and less unspoiled land and we need to preserve what is
left. If the DNR decides to allow such use, the penalties and fines for breaking the rules should be
stiffer and with repeat offenses, vehicles should be confiscated.

295

95. Eastman, Wayne & Nancy

| am a 4X4 truck owner, and | would like to see more trails in the above area for our vehicles.
The ATV's and motorcycles have many miles of trails and our group has none as yet. We have worked
with the DNR for many years to develop a trail system for ORV's and have seen very little in the way
of fulfillment. I don't understand why we are being denied the ability to enjoy the use of our State
Lands in the same fashion the other groups are allowed to. Please consider this when you are making
your decisions about this forest

96. Eaton, Heather; Russell, James; Russell Joel & Ann; Singer,

William & Jo

Re: the latest Star Tribune article about allowing ATVs and motorized vehicles in Paul
Bunyan state forest, or any other public land for that matter.

We vehemently oppose these efforts. These filthy, destructive machines should be banned,
not allowed further access. Please record our opinion as such.

97. Eaton, Todd
I am a 4X4 truck owner, and | would like to see more trails in the above area for our
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vehicles. It seems the ATV's and motorcycles have many miles of trails and our group has none so
far. After all the time and energy that our user group has put into working with the State and

the DNR to come to some kind of mutually acceptable compromise on this issue, you would think
that we would have miles of 4X4 trails by now. What else can we do to be treated the same

as the snowmobiles and other motorized user groups? Our group has volunteered to help in
maintaining the trails and making sure they are environmentally sound. We offered to help

minimize erosion and impact on the environment. What more can we do to prove that we are good
enough stewards of the forest to be allowed to use it to enjoy our sport? Please consider this when

you are making your decisions about this forest.

300

98. Eggen, Brad

I have not even finished my truck and people want to take public trails away just because of a
few gutzy people that went mudding in a swamp? | oppose this bill 100 % But | do belive that
swamps should be mudded in just to keep things churned up. Whoever is on our side should fight off
all of these old goats that don't know what fun is. 4x4's should be allowed to do whatever they think

If this is taken towrds the environmentalists side, drastic measures should be taken.
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99. Eischens, Audrey & Leonard

Our family has been enjoying the recreational riding opportunities on our ATVs for many
years. We have seen ATVing evolve into a very family oriented recreation enjoyed by our youngest
grandchildren to 83 years old grandpa. We are active members of the Forest Riders ATV club and the
All Terrain Vehicle Association of Minnesota. Having reviewed the proposed trail management
changes for Hubbard County and State Forest lands | would enter the following comments into the
public record.
1. Restricting all OHV use in sensitive areas is an acceptable change. We are very aware of the
damage that can occur in wetlands and fragile areas when unrestricted travel takes place in these areas.
2. Closing the small spur trails that were likely old logging trails is not acceptable to us. We often
explore these trails and have found some awesome blueberry, chokecherry and raspberry patches along
these trails. Since all of these trails have supposedly been inventoried, it would make more sense to
post as closed any of them that may lead to sensitive areas rather than just doing a blanket closure of
all of them.
3. The connecting trails that will link the separate riding areas are vital to a contiguous trail system. By
establishing routes that will provide access to services in different areas the resulting dispersal of
riders will lessen the concentration of use in a particular area.
4. Since the total number of miles available to ATVs has been drastically reduced under this plan, I
question the 421 miles of "undesignated routes" as inventoried. Certainly there are suitable areas that
could be opened for ATV use in those areas.
5. The current 149 miles of proposed ATV ftrails represents only 1/20 of 1 percent of the total 217,000
acres covered in this proposal. With the rapidly increasing number of registered ATVs in Minnesota,
this seems like a disproportionately small area to address the recreational opportunities for us. While |
certainly wouldn't expect and increase to 13% (the percentage of Minnesotans who ride ATVs or
OHVs), there should be more miles made available for our use.
6. Maintaining the signage for the trails that are open will be of extreme importance. As we have
experienced in the Two Inlets Trail system, the trail marking signs have a way of sprouting wings and
disappearing. There seems to be some members of the "public" who obviously take great delight in
removing or destroying these signs, thus creating confusion to riders who are trying to stay on
designated trails. The potential for total disruption of the entire system by these actions is very real.
The result will be riders becoming lost, riding in closed areas and thus creating the potential for
environmental damage and user conflict. Signs must be maintained and anyone found removing or
destroying them held accountable as defined by law.

308

100. Ekvall, Lance & Angela

I am a 4X4 truck owner, and | would like to see more trails in the above area for our vehicles.
Why do the ATV's and motorcycles have miles of trails in practially every State forest and our group
has virtually none? We have worked with the DNR for many years to develop a trail system for ORVSs,
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especially in the Paul Bunyan area, and now it seems that we are not welcome in the forest except on
graded forest roads. | don't understand the policy change or why we are being denied the ability to
enjoy the use of our State Lands. Please consider this when you are making your decisions about this
forest.

101. Eldredge, Paul & Jodi

| support recreational truck trails in the Paul Bunyan. The Paul Bunyan has had a long history
309 of recreational off-road use. Not all ORV’s are mudder trucks are not who wants trails in Paul Bunyan.
Minimum maintenance roads are not recreational, it is imperative the DNR give trucks trails less than
9 miles of combined trail and recreational minimum maintenance road isn’t enough. ATV’s got 37
miles trails and 35 miles recreational minimum maintenance roads or ORV’s got less than 9 miles.
310 Trucks have been and can continue to share trails with ATV’s. The powerline area is an already
disturbed area. How is an ORV worse than logging vehicles and machinery?

The DNR should be able to find more trails for trucks. You have spring closures and
311 temporary closures to help prevent damage. To help prevent damage, closed trails in the winter.

102. Ellefson, Jack & Anne

I highly recommend your inclusion to the non-motorized areas on the new DNR plan for Off
312 Road Vehicles the Soaring Eagle Ski Trails. These trails have has over $20,000.00 put into them to
keep them maintained and flattened. There is no compatibility between Cross Country Skiing and
ATV’s and this relatively small area of 320 acres is serving as this counties only Cross Country Ski
Area. We are 100% maintained by Itasca Tur Bike, Ski, and Run Club, and take no money from the
State of Minnesota except for the trail pass money set aside for us.

I also recommend that the Off Road Vehicles be limited to that area East of Highway 64 and
313 North of Akeley known as the Martineau trails that are already being used for this purpose. No
connector trails should be made between the State Forests and the Hubbard County land

103. Elling, Scott

this is not good at all. go to some mine or something you cant wreck. do they pay the cost of
314 repair in the state forest, or do | as a tax payer pay for it down the road, are we not short on money in
the state government. were will it stop, if you say ok the one group, then do you say ok to then all

104. Elwell, Adela

Please convey my dismay upon investigating the current plan referenced above. Having
attended a number of meetings about this issue, | feel very strongly that we are very much at risk of
"Killing the goose who laid the golden egg"- or something along those lines!

We moved to Minnesota 35 years ago because we thoroughly enjoy untrammeled wild places.
We chose not to build a home, but to buy one already built because we didn't want to destroy more
wild land. That's a personal choice, | know. We don't go out every day to enjoy the remaining wild

815 lands around us, but it is essential to know that they are there for the wild creatures that rely on them.
I am a biologist with a graduate emphasis in ecology and | am gravely concerned about the proposed
ATV trails.

316 Trails decimate habitat for many animals, including some increasingly rare bird species due

partly to the incursion of such common birds as cowbirds. Trails have the effect of isolating other
animal species, which in turn tends to lower genetic diversity, just as has been shown in studies of
island populations. From what | have read, even ski trails limit movements of small rodents, and the
sound of motorized vehicles causes release of stress hormones in at least some large mammals.

What does Northern Minnesota wish to become? | do understand the desire of our residents
317 and tourists to "get out into the wilderness." | suspect that most of those who choose to use motorized
vehicles do not want to destroy what remains, but perhaps they do not understand the extent of
the damage that's being done. Maps that | have looked at showed so many trails that it would be hard
to get beyond earshot of any type of motor.
318 Enforcement of existing laws is virtually impossible given DNR and county law enforcement
budgets.

I completely approve of the rule change from open unless posted closed to closed unless
posted open. This is an encouraging step! But it's not enough.

The fact that some forest service roads and minimum maintenance roads cannot, by law, be

w
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closed to ATVs and dirt bikes is highly disturbing. If this opinion is confirmed by a disinterested
attorney of high repute, other measures must be taken to protect the environment involved. Perhaps
this would take legislative action. Mudder trucks have no place in our State Forests. This seems to me
to be a private land activity because there is no way that the environment cannot be damaged by their
presence. Connector trails must be closed until there is some assurance that they will not lead to even
more blatant environmental abuse.

It is discouraging to contemplate what DNR faces regarding this whole issue: state budgets
and legislative activity appear to be taking the "bare bones" course of action. Without good, effective
enforcement, it is obvious that ATVs will run rampant through our public lands. | have witnessed
damage at Stumphges Rapids along the Mississippi as well as in many other places. Our DNR has, by
and large, done a great job of maintaining our natural resources, and it is appalling to think that the
dedicated work of thousands of past and present DNR employees may be lost to this recreational
malady. | will certainly support sensible solutions to this issue if the counties and DNR can come up
with them. Certainly something must be done soon!

105. Engle, Tim

ATV riding in the state of Minnesota has become a very popular year round activity. There
are thousands of ATV enthusiests that are looking for trails and other areas to ride their ATV's and to
enjoy the great Minnesota outdoors. Currently, Minnesota falls far short in providing a trail system
and riding areas when compared to neighboring States. Wisconsin for example, just reported how
much of a positive impact ATV tourism had for the State from revenue through trail permits, and
money spent at the local level for gas, hotel, food etc. This is over and above the income porduced at
the local level.

Minnesota is currently home to 2 of the major ATV manufacturers, yet we are among the last
in trail systems and riding areas. The State needs to move forward in becoming a leader for the
development of trails, with an emphesis on a balance of land use and enviornmental protection. Most
all ATV'ers are avid sportsman that encourage conservation, protection, and responsible management
of our natural resources. Land closures are not the answer. | believe our State Officials have the
common sense and intelligence to propose smart, managable, and respectful laws and land use policies
to satisfy everyone who enjoys our State. Land closures are not the right answer.

With the money currently available, and the money that could be generated, the State could
stand to profit greatly. These dollars could be spent on conservation, law enforement, and grants to
local clubs for maintenence and citizen patrols to help keep things in check. This proposed closure
will have a negative impact on our State as well as the residents and tourists who are entiled to enjoy
it. We need to work together to keep it open through responsible management, as mentioned above.
Consider these facts:

The current 149 miles of proposed ATV trails represents only 1/20 of 1 percent of the total
17,000 acres covered in this proposal.

Closing the small spur trails that were old logging trails is not acceptable. It would make
more sense to post as closed, any of them that may lead to sensitive areas, rather than just doing a
blanket closure of all of them.

The connecting trails that will link the separate riding areas are vital to a contiguous trail
system. By establishing routes that will provide access to services in different areas the resulting
dispersal of riders will lessen the concentration of use in a particular area.

Since the total number of miles available to ATVs has been drastically reduced under this
plan, question the 421 miles of "undesignated routes™ as inventoried. Certainly there are suitable areas
that could be opened for ATV use in those areas.

I hope you will consider this in your desicion making process. It is vital to the States
economy to develop a trail system, and to work to keep lands available to ATVer's and others who
reside and visit our state.

106. Enquist, Janet

Please add my voice to what | hope is public outrage over the proposal to allow special truck
trails in Paul Bunyan State Forest. Our taxes should not be paying for people to "test their skills" or
their vehicles "performance"” at the expense of public forest land. State forests should not have to
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provide a "recreational opportunity” to those who wish to use their vehicles in ways for which they
were not intended.

I vehemently object to using my tax money which should be earmarked for the protection of a
333 precious resource, our state forests.

107. Epple, Judy

| was greatly distressed to hear of the DNR’s proposal for a truck trail in the Paul Bunyan
334 State Forest. This seems to favor a small percentage of folks over what is good for our environments,
future generations and the health of absolutely every person and creature in existence today.

Is not the DNR to be the guardian of such things so that the majority of the people are not
335 suffering due to the whims of a few? Where would it end? Please help me and others to regain their
trust in the DNR by doing the right thing and designating such trails in areas that are not so
environmentally sensitive. We depend on you and your powers to find other places that are mindful of
the good of the whole.

108. Erchenbrack, Jane

This letter provides comments on the proposed OHV Plan for Paul Bunyan State Forest and
Hubbard County lands. My family enjoys camping at State Parks and State Forests. We appreciate the
336 natural and pristine beauty of Hubbard County. | am concerned that the plan currently offered by the
MN DNR will seriously jeopardize the environment of Hubbard County and the State Forest. | believe
this plan will increase motorized use of the area and will have a negative impact on the reputation of
337 Hubbard County as a family vacation destination. It will displace other users of the forest who are the
vast majority of visitors to Hubbard County. OHV users comprise a small minority of visitors to the
area and they have displayed careless disregard for our natural resources.

A designated OHV trail system should be contained and confined to a limited area, so that it
338 can be maintained and enforced. The expansive trail system planned will only benefit large
corporations who manufacture these vehicles and a user group that looks to consume and abuse our
natural resources rather than recreate with respect for the environment. This plan will have serious
negative impact on the residents of the area and our forest, which is our heritage. The state forest
system belongs to all residents of the state and should be preserved and protected.

I am opposed to 4 by 4 mudder truck trails. It is a disgrace that this activity is being
considered as legitimate use of public lands.

This proposed plan is short-sighted and shows no regard for the ecological treasures our state
340 forest provides. Please reconsider and provide a plan which will protect our forest and public lands for
future generations.
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109. Ericksen, Joe

| am a supporter of recreational truck trails in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. | enjoy our state
341 forests and would visit them more often if | could use them with my hobby. ATVs have many miles of
trails and truck trails are less than 9 miles. | as a trail rider should have the same amount of area to
enjoy our state forests as a person on an ATV.

110. Erickson, Roy

Why are you (the DNR) encouraging a hostel-dirty negative antinature etc.ect
342 activity?????????? Will you next be encouraging cigarette smoking? Both activities have the same
known science! 1 will fight you and your kind until death. try this slogan when promoting recreational
activities: When Your Having Fun Outdoors: Make Sure Mother Nature Is Having A Good Day

Too.
111. Erzar, Bill
It seems unthinkable that ATV trails in Hubbard County will be closed. I believe you should
343 consider re-routes or adding culverts or bridges.
344 ATVers put about 3/4 million dollars into training and enforcement in 2004.
345 Look what snowmobilers have done to improve trails and we are proud of those

accomplishments. | have been teaching snowmobile safety for 30, yes thirty years, and am a member
of the oldest snowmobile club in the U.S. We built and improved trails and conditions through many
means. Things can be accomplished constructively if you work at it.

112. Etzel, Jim
My name is Jim Etzel from Hackensack, MN. | am writing to comment on the proposed trail
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system in the Paul Bunyan State forest. | think you should trash the whole idea! Mike Rahn, who |
believe works for the DNR, said it all in the Pine Cone Press newspaper; he asks the question; Can
state forests meet all recreational demands? He goes on to say that motorized recreation should take
place in abandoned gravel pits and mines. The Paul Bunyan is no place for this activity because of the
topography and abundance of wet areas. | am against motorized recreation in the PBSF and believe it
should be classified as CLOSED!
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113. Evarts, Edie & Bill

We are resident homeowners of Hubbard County and users of the Paul Bunyan State Forest
and county lands. These are our comments on the proposed off highway vehicle (OHV) use trails for
the State Forest and Hubbard County lands. We agree that trails are needed for ATV and other off road
users but see this plan as catering to off road motorized use at the expense of other users-hikers,
walking hunters, horseback riders, snowmobilers, and other traditional public land users. We
understand that the DNR was legislated to create OHV trails, however this legislated requirement
should not be considered wholesale licence to disregard other users. OHV users are a small fraction of
all forest users. A proper trial plan should have included a study of all user groups and types of trail
needs, and not be, as this seems to be, an attempt to designate as many OHV trails as possible
wherever it seems to work. Given the time constraints for implementing this plan, a conservative
approach is wisest.

Below are general comments followed by specific concerns.

The trail plan is too ambitious. Such an extensive trail system is unprecedented in Minnesota.
Because ATV users have yet to demonstrate widespread responsibility for staying on trails and
keeping them in good condition, use should be limited and concentrated. There were comments at the
public meeting that riders are going to have to police themselves (i.e. peer pressure) because
enforcement will not be able to monitor so many miles of trail. Proof of responsible ridership needs to
be shown before trails are connected across the whole county.

A track record of designated OHV trail use and maintenance needs to be established before a
widespread system is implemented. It needs to be demonstrated that clubs will be able to maintain
trails, that the DNR will be able to properly administer funds for repairs, that there is sufficient staff
and funding to repair and maintain damage on state (and county) lands, that enforcement is effective,
and that there is not widespread abuse of the access by OHV users-before creating a county-wide
connector trail system. At present, no such use record exists, and our County should not be used as the
test subject. If problems do come up, it will be much less damaging to the overall environment if initial
access is somewhat limited. The economic impact of countywide trails also has yet to be determined.
Will increased OHV access drive economic growth or drive away visitors that want a Northwoods
experience? A gradual approach to trail implementation will allow time to address environmental
problems and user conflicts when they first appear. Then as new trails are developed, if there is desire
for more, the problems can be avoided. The look back and hope we don’t have to say “whoops”
approach should not be taken here, like it was at Spider Lake. Didn’t those planners thing they had
everything in place when that area was first opened? It only makes fiscal and environmental sense to
start a trail system on a scale that can be monitored and under conditions where problems can be
addressed quickly before widespread damage to our forest occurs and the public is outraged at the
management of their public lands. In addition, as more OHV trail plans are implemented statewide and
funds for trails are sent to other areas, it should become clear that Hubbard County’s share of OHV
funding may decrease.

The trail system does not give enough consideration to other users, contrary to the DNR
Direction memo of July 11, 2003 (see below). It is evident that the public is quite polarized about OHV
access on public land. Clearly that means that motorized and non-motorized uses have a certain degree
of incompatibility. And certainly, non-motorized users are as diverse (hikers, walking hunters, bird
and wildlife watchers, horseback riders, wild food gatherers) as are their reasons for not sharing access
with ATVs. | won’t go through all the reasons why the two types of use need to have some separation
but I want to make this point: given that OHV use is to increase, it makes sense that there will be more
of a need to keep motorized and non-motorized recreational areas separate in the future, not less. This
plan does a poor job of achieving that aim. The planning did not include a study of all recreational
forest users-so the public comments must be carefully weighed as they are probably the best indicator
on non-motorized use in the forest and the potential impact of OHV trails on traditional users.
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This plan essentially reduces the miles of trails available for non-motorized use and creates
conflicts between users. Many miles of trails that could be considered walking trails were
characterized as ATV trails in the inventory due to any evidence of human use. Many lightly used
360 trails are also used by walking hunters and other groups. Once trails are managed as “official”” ATV
trails, walking use is essentially eliminated. The conversion of currently gated snowmobile trails to
ATV trails will also displace traditional users that prefer walk-in access for recreation. Using

361 snowmobile trails for OHVs is an incompatible use. It doesn’t make sense to route ATV on
snowmobile trails when the standard for snowmobile trail condition is higher than for ATV trails.
Having to regrade snowmobile trails every fall is a poor use of trail funding, a waste of effort, and will
be unfairly detrimental to snowmobile users if they are not properly maintained. The DNR website
states: “The DNR expects construction costs for new ATV trails to be significantly less than those for
snowmobile trails, for example which are considerably wider and developed to a higher standard.”
Why run ATVs on a snowmobile trail all summer and then have to bring it back to that higher standard
every year? This is a planned annual waste of trail funding monies.
Our specific concerns:

362 e Motorized use should be concentrated east of Spur 1 Trail.

363 e ATVs should not be routed on snowmobile trails.

364 e We are especially opposed to the Beaver Lakes-Teepee Lakes-Halvorson Trail ATV

connector trail (except on existing Teepee Lakes Trail.) Especially offensive is opening up
the Paul Bunyan State Game Refuge to motorized use via the Beaver Lakes Trail. This is one
of the few remaining areas where shotgun and bow hunters can currently hunt without the
disturbance of ATVs.

365 e  Connector trails should not be established at this time. Particularly troublesome are the
“ditch” trails. As a county resident, I believe ditch trails across private property frontage will
only decrease resale and taxable value.

Department of Natural Resources State of Minnesota Office Memorandum
COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE, Box 9

Date: July 11, 2003

To: Field OHV Project Teams

From: Brad Moore, Assistant Commissioner

Subject: Direction for OHV Trail Designation and Forest Classification Review

Il. Provide for the needs of both motorized and non-motorized recreational users and minimize
conflicts between those uses.

Field OHV Project Teams should consider the needs of both motorized and non-motorized recreational
users of our state forests. The number of OHV users is growing dramatically, and so have other uses of
our state forests and public lands. It is important to keep in mind the needs and desires of all forest
users as we move forward with the OHV trail designation and forest classification review process. In
determining forest classification status the project teams should consider the broad range of
recreational and utilitarian needs and how a change in status can be used to broadly serve those needs.
It is our intent that the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources trail system be designed to provide
opportunities for motorized and non-motorized recreation.

Cc: Hubbard County NRM
Sen. Rod Skoe
Rep. Brita Sailor

114. Farace, Vince

366 | support recreational truck trails in this forest. Truck trails are a small fraction of the ATV
367 miles. The powerline areas are a great place for trails — they are already used by maintenance vehicles.
Trucks can be and are driven responsibly. Don’t let the excess of a few ruin it for the many. | am a
member of the MN Toyx4’s and we place a great deal of emphasis on the tread lightly principles.

115. Fehn, Lee & Irene
I am writing this letter because of all the restrictions the state wants to put on atv riding trails
in Paul Bunyan state forest. The wife and | live near the forest in the summer time, we are both retired
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368 and do a lot of riding on the state forest roads and trails.It is a god blessing for me that | can get around
on the roads and trails. My legs went bad on me 7 years ago and atving lets us both enjoy the outdoors.
We ride mostly during the week and fine very little traffic on the forest roads and trails. | heard that
369 they want to ban riding on forest roads. These roads are gravel and traveled very little out side of
logging. These are the type of roads that you would think you would want us on because they would
receive no damage. These roads and logging roads would leave routes open so we could get to the
trails. 1 know that some people don't want us in the state forest, some people seem to be against
everything. | believe that the state forests belongs to everyone in the state. Yes | know that there are a
few bad apples in every crowd. It's like having one naughty child, you don't punish the rest of your
kids because of one. | hope that the dnr has second thoughts before they put to many restrictions on
= these roads. It is the only chance for many of us to enjoy nature at its finest.

116. Feil, David & Marion

I want to go on record as being against ATVs on certain trails as it says in the editorial of our
371 paper. Trails such as Beaver Lakes, Tee Pee Lakes, Halvorsen trail that goes through a game refuge
and other wetlands.

Looking at trails in the woods, in the ditches, and across people’s driveways where ATVs
372 have gone is devastating. The damage they do is un-repairable. All you have to do is drive around and
look at the damage. Who fixes the approaches? | believe we should stop something before it becomes
a bigger problem, not open more places to be ruined.

The ATV owners say they have the “right” to the forest trails and that they’ll maintain them. |
373 fail to see they’re maintaining anything. Other people have the right to peace and quiet in the woods
too and not fall in the ruts and ruin made by ATVs.

Why don’t all the ATV people buy up a large parcel of land themselves and build trails,
374 jumps and mud holes and tear around all they want and it would be a lot cheaper than trying to repair
the damage they do to other properties?

We do own an ATV but stay on our own land and therefore do no damage to other people’s
374a property and are very careful on ours.

117. Feil, Patricia

I am a horseback rider who enjoys getting out in the woods for solitude and quiet. In my
hobby we are taught to respect nature and private property. The slogan is make no tracks. We teach
375 that respect to our kids. If we camp we have tree savers to put around the tree as to save the bark and
not destroy the tree. We tie to picket lines so the horses cannot chew on the trees. | ride in the Paul
Bunyan State Forest and Smokey Hills among others. | have seen first hand the damage done by 4-
wheelers and dirt bikes. The topsoil gets eroded away to sand and gets washed away. There are huge
craters in the place of trails.

376 I don’t have anything against having a 4-wheeler for personal use. They have a variety of
good uses. | don’t however think they belong in our forests.
377 The tire tread and time of year they are used and the speed all makes for permanent damage

that cannot be fixed.

Why should one group get to destroy our forests for their own pleasure with no one held
378 accountable? Manufacturers make lots of money on snowmobiles for winter use, jet skis for water use
and 4-wheelers for all terrain use. They spend millions on advertising people splashing through mud
holes and flying down trails jumping logs and stuff. They are not advertising taking care of nature, it is
speed and destroy to have fun. The speed these 4-wheelers go now is not meant for nature enjoyment.
It is for racing down a trail as fast as you can go. This is what kids learn also. What boy wouldn’t want
to go splashing through mud holes. However this causes damage. Permanent damage.
379 The state forests are for everyone to enjoy. They would be destroyed if 4-wheelers were
allowed on trails. You only have to see the trails by Freedom Ridge to see what our forests would look
like. I don’t want Minnesota to look like that.

| find it interesting that the 4-wheelers cause so much damage and never have to pay for or be
380 accountable for it. No one polices them to stay on trails. They do damage to driveways but the
landowner has to fix the damage because they have the right of way to use the ditch. They complain
they want more rights to trails and such at whose expense? Not theirs. If they want trails they should
have to fund them for gravelling and surfacing to hold up to the abuse and not make tax payers do it.
They need to take responsibility for their sport and not just take.
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I think if allowed on trails in our forests, our forests would be destroyed permanently and that
would anger me. Minnesota is known for our lakes and forests not for a 4-wheeler motocross course.

118. Felt, Johanna
Unfortunately 1 will be unable to attend the meeting this evening, but wanted to express my
comments in regard to the ATV/OHV DNR plan for Hubbard County. The Snowmobile and ATV

382 industry are a critical part to our economic growth in this area. We have relied upon snowmobiling to
help us make it in our off season. Since mother nature cannot be relied on to always give us the snow
383 needed to fill our rooms we have been trying to capture more of the ATV market. | can't express to

you how vital we feel it is to our area to have a designated ATV/OHYV trail. Families come up to go
riding together and enjoy the time spent together in a beautiful area. The majority of riders are very
responsible individuals. It is unfortunate that there are a few who, as in any walk of life, stray from
384 the responsible path. We feel that the trail would be such an asset to our community and help our
- growth by increased sales in restaurants, gas stations, lodging, retail etc. Thus providing more jobs
and employment, a truly win, win situation.

385 We are also in favor of requesting from the State more funding to patrol these trails and the
care of them. Somehow if we pull together | know that this will work out for the best. It is sad that
there is opposition to this as it really is a benefit to our growing community.

119. Fiedler, Kurt
My name is Kurt Fiedler and I am becoming concerned as to the lack of recreational trails

386 available for me and my fellow recreational SUV/truck enthusiasts.
% | support recreational truck trails in the Paul Bunyan. The issue should not be all trucks are no

longer to use the trails but more stringent control on what the trucks are going to be used for. I am not
an owner of a mudder truck nor are any of my fellow cohorts. If a vehicle meets all legal road worthy
points from bumper height to tire tread, these are the issues that should be addressed.

389 Please don’t take away trails already established. It will only make for more work when trails
are re-established.

120. Foley, Joe
390 | do not own a atv or a 4-wheel drive but have friends that do and enjoy them very much. A
project like this is a good idea but not on public land!

w

121. Frey, Gregory J.
As a landowner in Hubbard County | am opposed to making a truck trail or course through

391 the Paul Bunyan Forest area. The last thing that needs to be encouraged is more motorized vehicle use
through the woods. The constant noise of varying intensity would be very annoying and carry for a

392 long distance. The trucks would tear the terrain to pieces. Anybody that says differently has not driven
through the woods on logging trails.

393 The sole purpose for the DNR to propose such a foolish idea is to get more money for their

department. They have not done a good job of preserving duck and pheasant hunting and are
304 promoting destructive land use rather than preservation and conservation. Years ago | used to hunt in
- Minnesota and now | have to go to the Dakotas to find a duck. It is very disheartening to see that the
state has failed to do the job of preserving the woods and wetlands. Do not go ahead with this idea.

122. Garner, Gerald B.

| hate the idea of these trails destroying the peace and serenity of any state forest. It defeats
the concept of having designated forests. Wildlife would suffer, plant life would suffer and people like
myself who are owners of properties and paying taxes on borderlands to state forest just don't need the
screaming of gas engines destroying the peace and serenity state forest provide.

123. Gaudette, David

I would like to voice my opinion as a tax payer. | hike in the woods, I hunt, I snowmobile,
and | drive an SUV truck that | enjoy driving on trails in the state. Unfortunately, there are hardly any
396 trails available to ride on. As a group of riders that respect the trails with our trucks, | would like to
have trails available to me as part owner of our state forest. I own as much of the state forest as a
person who does not drive a truck in the forest or who doesn’t want anyone to have a motorized
vehicle. | say make sure there are unmotorized areas, motorized areas, and safety issues addressed to
insure rules are followed. | do not want to see torn up areas everywhere. | would just like my fair share
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of area to ride in, as a tax payer.

124. Gherity, Emily V.

Years ago, we stopped using the Nemadji State Forest, directly east of our rural retreat.
398 Fishing, hiking, blueberry picking, and bird watching do not mix with the heavy use of ORV’s in that
forest. The noise and habitat destruction eliminate any possibility of enjoyment.

It was with disbelief, then, that | read in the Star Tribune that the DNR plans an offroad trail
for trucks in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. Where, exactly, do loud, destructive vehicles fit in with any
part of natural resource management? People in your field need to realize that once the ORV’s enter an
area, all other uses cease. Machines belong on racetracks or on privately owned land, and not
anywhere in publicly owned forests. The preclude the true outdoor pursuits that have traditionally
pursued in the forests.

| consistently advise out of state visitors planning to visit Minnesota to steer clear of our state
400 forests as they are overrun with ORV’s. The taxes the vehicle owners pay on their gas purchases
should properly be used to restore the land they destroy.

For all of their popularity, ORV users are a small minority of Minnesotans whose presence
400a ruins the forest experience for everyone else. Its time they started building their own private areas to
enjoy their hobby without cost to anyone else and for the DNR to begin protecting natural resources
instead of catering to the aggressive lobbying of this offensive activity.
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125. Giese, Richard

I think we need more off highway truck trails in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. We have a
401 very small amount of trails, and | would like to see more. Trails can be shared with ATVs. In a lot of
402 areas some of the power lines can be used for trails.

126. Gisvold, Deborah
I am writing to you to address the proposed ATV/OHV trails in Hubbard and Becker

Counties. | am appalled over the mere idea of allowing motorized vehicles to overrun our state

403 forests. If we allow trails to be built, the plain and simple fact is that the destruction and devastation of

property and of wildlife will be irreversible. Have we not learned our lessons in Spider Lake?

| recognize that sometimes it is only a handful of people who abuse our trail systems, but

there are other issues more critical than allowing a select group of people with a very small amount of
the tax dollar destroy one of Minnesota’s most valuable resources, its forests.

e Who is going to police, regulate and maintain the trails? We can’t police the existing trails

404 effectively! Riders simply go around signage, or create alternative trails. Tickets are
ineffective. They simply don’t care. No one can tell them where they can and can’t ride;
they are just going to go.

e The sheer number and traffic through the woods and the wetlands will disturb the natural
habitat for multitudes of species including ground nesting foul, spawning fish, fox, deer, etc.
Not to mention the species that might be consider “keystone species” those which we are
unaware of, but are critical to the survival of hundreds if not millions of other species. As
one DNR Supervisor stated regarding an area proposed to be used by ATV/OHV, “the impact
on amphibian, reptile, and turtle populations haven’t even been addressed.”

e What about pollution? Noise pollution. | can’t venture into the yard these days (I have
virtually no neighbors), and yet | hear the Buuzzzzzz of off-road motorcycles, jet-skis, and
snowmobiles year round. Where can a person find solitude if not in their own yard (200+
acres isn’t enough apparently). Where will the line be drawn? Let’s not forget about air and
water pollution adding CO,, gases and oil into our clean air and into our watershed.

e Tourists certain won’t find solitude here anymore, they’ll be going elsewhere. They won’t be
able to see wildlife. They won’t be able to walk the trails or in the woods for fear of being
run off of them. Many of our livelihoods will be in danger without the flow of the tourism
dollar, those millions who cherish a quite walk in the woods taking in all of its beauty and
splendor, seeing an occasional Piliated woodpecker, deer or grouse. They will no longer
come here. There will be no more backpacking, camping, hiking, picnicking, or fishing.
They will no longer come here.

e What about erosion? It is inconceivable that we have allowed the destruction thus far. The
sedimentation and destruction of our valuable wetlands is unforgivable. It may never recover
in areas where OHV trails have already damaged the vegetation.
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o Don’t forget the spread of noxious weeds! Just when we thought we had only a few invaders
in a few select areas!

e Then there are property values, of course, they will plummet. Who wants to live with the
constant roar off ATV/OHYV in the distance?

Ultimately, | recognize that everyone has a right to use the “commons,” our forests and our
wetlands. But, they will be destroyed, devastated. Our children’s heritage will be gone, forever. And,
at what cost? How do you put a price tag of erosion? How do you calculated the cost of seeing a deer
in the wild? What is the price tag of repairing months, years, and decades of ruts and erosion? What
is the economic impact on our communities if we can no longer bike, hunt, fish, camp or picnic in our
state parks? How do you put a price on the piece of mind of just knowing that there is a place that is
pristine, and virtually remains wild? Can the damage ever be repaired once it’s been allowed to occur,
ever? To this | say, do not allow it to happen. Find an alternate solution. Keep our forests, our
wetlands, our preserves, our wildlife habitats, and our conservation areas free from a certain
mechanized death!
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127. Gobtop, Bill
Public Safety

Any trail system must be managed for the safety of the riders and public. Riders along the
roadway are both in danger and a danger to others if they do not follow safe driving rules. Based on
what | have seen near home you cannot expect all riders to be safe. | do not think you can police the
actions of the riders if they are allowed to move between major trail systems.
Environmental

Heavy use of a trail system will create damage in that environment. | have already noticed the
damage to the ditches from ATV riding. | have also noticed how trail and riding systems look when
they are over used or used while wet. In both cases the damage will take an investment in time and
staff to repair.
Death of the North Woods

We do not live in Hubbard County but have averaged two visits of more than one week each
year for each of the last 10 years. During this time we have notice more people using the area and an
overall reduction in the quality of the visit. | fear that with the addition of the ATV trail system we
will need to find a different location for our vacations.
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128. Goebel, Glen B.

I am writing to express my support for the trail system for ATVs. | am the owner of the
Super 8 Motel here in Park Rapids. As a business owner, | realize the potential upside to the economy
if we are able to market trails to potential customers. In past years, Park Rapids benefitted from the
snowmobile trails because those riders contributed greatly to our winter economy. Evidence to that
effect is easily noted when we compare the past 5 snowless years to prior years. Any additional boost
to our economy, no matter what time of year, is very necessary and | believe that the DNR is going
about it in the right way. Give the ATV riders places to ride and they will be more likely to stay out of
places where they should not be riding.

I do ask that the DNR provide sufficient supervision and enforcement for this area because
there are always going to be a few renegades which could potentially ruin it for the law abiding
majority. We need to have enough people to handle this. | know this requires more money, but it is
important that we keep things enforced so that this is as successful as snowmobiling.

129. Gorecki, John

I am writing to ask that the DNR create more trails in state forests for trucks including the
Paul Bunyan State Forest. | agree with the DNR Commissioner’s memo; “It is imperative that we find
recreational opportunities™ (for trucks). | spend thousands of dollars every year in other states to have
the opportunity to trail ride. Money spent on fuel, lodging, food and entertainment. Between myself
and two or three friends, we spend literally tens of thousands annually outside the state of Minnesota.
South Dakota, Utah, and Colorado are just a few of the states whom have recognized the fact that Off
Highway Vehicles can coexist with hikers, bicyclists, wildlife and the environment at large while at
the same time providing a significant boost to the tourism dollar.

With hundreds of miles of trails in the state open to ATV’s it only makes sense to afford the
same opportunities to trucks. | spend thousands of dollars every year in the state of Minnesota on fuel,
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licenses and off road fees. Where are the trails that | have been paying for? | enjoy taking in the
beauty that nature has to offer while driving my jeep and plan vacations around off road activities. |
think that Minnesota is missing out on millions of tourism dollars and doing a disservice to its
taxpayers by not providing more opportunities for OHVs.

Additionally 1 wanted to tell that | have visited the DNR OHVRA in Gilbert on three or four
different occasions with friends and | applaud the DNR for the job it has done with the park. Trips to
Gilbert usually include four to six hotel rooms for one or two nights, numerous restaurant meals and
tanks of fuel. Last summer in Gilbert | stopped my jeep in the middle of a trail waiting for some other
vehicles to catch up, | shut my jeep off and looked to the right and there was a deer laying down less
than ten feet from the trail, | videotaped him for a while, then he got up and walked away. | guess he
was not afraid of my jeep, just a little camera shy.
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130. Graham, Chester Clifton

Off-road truck use is inconsistent with the purpose of our state forests. The inevitable
destruction caused by the proposed activity should not be allowed. The Gilbert experience has taught
that under the best of circumstances these “off-road scramble areas” are a disaster. “Challenge areas,
mud holes and scramble areas” for trucks, dirt bikes and all-terrain vehicles (ATV) are not within the
legislative intent when the state forests were established. Preservation and appreciation of animals,
plants and the landscape itself and positive recreation was the intent of the state legislature when state
forests were established. Please carry out the mandate of the DNR to protect and preserve our natural
resources.
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131. Green, Jeffrey

I, along with two other families, own 80 acres of hunting property in Thorpe township,
legally described as the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N SE ) in Section 8, Township 142,
Range 33, Hubbard County, Minnesota. An OHYV trail has been proposed to be established just south
of the Tepee Lakes area, near our hunting property.

As a property owner and OHV owner, | support establishing a trail system for OHV's. | am,
however, concerned about the limitations that are being placed upon the trails and the OHV owners
and/or users. By limiting the miles of OHV trails in the State, there will be a concentrated impact on
those trails designated as OHV trails. | believe that concentrating the number of users into a reduced
trail system will result in a negative promotion of the trail system. As a long time Minnesota resident,
I have seen similar limitations of the BWCA. | can remember in the 60's, it was almost impossible to
see where portages had been set up in the BWCA, the natural beauty of the area appeared untouched
and the portages blended into their surroundings. When the use of the designated portages increased
over the years, the human traffic alone impacted the portages and opened them up to the extent that
they were no longer secluded or pristine, but overused. Restrictions that were set up to preserve the
environment through limited use of the portages, caused a negative impact and a breakdown of the
area. | feel overly restricting the OHV trails will end up the same way. Reducing miles will increase
traffic to a limited area, making it difficult to maintain and keep the quality of the trails for OHV users.

| feel the State has shown a bias against mechanized vehicles, specifically OHV's. OHV's are
required to be licensed, they are restricted for use only in certain areas. Where is the equality when
bicyclists, hikers, horseback riders, and others, have few restrictions but do not have the user fees
applied to OHV's. If OHV users are limited to "signed" trails, what happens to trails not "signed" for
OHV's, do other groups have the right to use all of the other trails in addition to the OHV "signed
trails? It may be money well spent, if part of the license fees charged for OHV's would be used toward
education of the public with respect to the environmental impact of, not only OHV use, but all human
use. Whether "afoot or horseback", you have an impact on every part of the environment you touch.
We all have to be responsible for its preservation.

I would approve of regulation of the decibel levels and terrain tires on OHV's, but it would be
of great advantage to everyone, including law enforcement personnel, if the State came up with
clearer, enforceable regulations, instead of the confusing and inconsistent rules where you can go one
place and not another. | feel it's not a matter of decreasing the trail area for OHV's that is as important
as increasing enforcement of the current regulations governing OHV's so that the public would not be
irritated by their improper use. Even with limited trails, there will still be non-regulated use of OHV's,
such as use by leechers, use by bear baiters, use by the handicapped, all of which may negatively
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430

impact the environment. Will limiting the remainder of the OHV users change this situation? We need
to recognize the groups that have been given wider use privileges and understand that their use will
affect the environment - we can't restrict everyone, for everything. The earth is here for us to use and
enjoy, yet we do have a responsibility to preserve what we can. Education may be a much better tool
than a restricted trail system for preserving and maintaining our State lands.

I am concerned that the State of Minnesota is becoming user-fee based. In the past, the State
required state duck stamps, this has broadened to a requirement of pheasant stamps, trout stamps, will
we eventually have to get a "stamp" for each specie? Many of the "stamped" species have been
reduced in population to dangerously low levels. Are the State "restrictions" having an adverse effect
on what the State is trying to preserve?

In other instances, the State has done a lot of logging, including logging near our hunting
property. The State has not put a lot back into these cleared areas. It has simply allowed poplar to take
over and "fill in" the areas logged. If there was more State investment into these areas to take them
back to their original forest conditions or at least recent forest conditions, containing white pine, red
pine, oak, birch - not leaving areas to become poplar forests, so dense they limit use by any groups,
there might be enough room for all of the interest groups. The forests could be used by everyone with
plenty of trails for each if the State weren't leaving poplar brush to grow uncontrolled in these areas.

I am not in favor of the proposed reduction in the OHV trail system in Hubbard County.
OHV users are a great economic asset to, not only our community, but our State. Proper education,
increased enforcement of existing regulations, and user fees applied equally to everyone using our
state and county trails, could be a better solution than limiting one specific group of people.

433

132. Green, Samuel , J.

I live in Park Rapids and enjoy exploring the Paul Bunyan State Forest. | am very
disappointed with trail designed for ORV’s. | think Minnesota could take a few lessons from other
states, like California and Colorado, when it comes to respecting the privileges of recreational trail
riders.

I admit some people abuse their privilege of traveling on forest roads and trails. The problem
I see with the proposed plan, is if they are not careful they will end up punishing law-abiding citizens
instead of the lawbreakers. We use forest roads and trails as a gate to the wilderness and everything it
has to offer. With fewer trails open to the public, hunters and trail riders, like myself, will stumble
upon a barricade, impeding us from enjoying the wonderful country we live in.

434
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133. Greniger, Kevin

I am a 39 year old man who hopes to share my love of the outdoors with my family. We
recently purchased ATV’s as a way to spend more time outdoors and together as a family...but, I find
it increasingly distressing the rate at which “public” lands are being crossed off the available list.

The Paul Bunyan and Hubbard County forests are within travel distance for a family in Maple
Lake Mn....and | would love to be able to use these forest areas and in so doing support suffering
northern economies, we are not ripping up trails, going off trails, or destroying habitat. Instead, we are
out to take in nature, and pass down an appreciation for nature. We support the state and federal forests
with our taxes and entrance fees, as well as liscencing fees. We ask is to have access to these forests
our taxes pay for. | hope that these forests will be accessible by atv for our family to enjoy.

436

437
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134. Grob, A. Kenneth #1

Attached is a letter that The Hubbard County COLA sent to the Hubbard County
Commissioners in June. It has been slightly modified now that the official OHV Plan has been
released. However, COLA believes that the issues presented in the letter are still valid, so | am
sending it to you as the official comments from the Hubbard County Coalition of Lake Associations.
COLA represents over 2200 lake residents in Hubbard County.
To summarize our issues:
1) We do not support the concept of attracting a high number of additional ATV recreational riders to
Hubbard County. We see this as degrading the quality of life of permanent residents and damaging our
forests.
2) OHV use will displace other recreational users of the forests.
3) The hidden costs of supporting an extensive trail system will exceed revenues.
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439 4) Until it can be established that maintenance and enforcement can be supported and works, the

439a system should not be expanded beyond the primary system East of Spur 1 and the Martineau footprint
in the southeastern part of the Paul Bunyan.

440 5) We are strongly opposed to the connector trails beyond those that are already part of the
grant-in-aid system.

441 6) Close all Hubbard County ditches to OHV use. The current destruction is an "eyesore".

135. Grob, Kenneth #2

The Hubbard County Coalition of Lake Associations (COLA), representing over 2200 Lake
Association members, is writing this letter as concerned citizens of Hubbard County. We are
concerned about the potential expansive OHV/ATYV trail system that is being planned for Hubbard
County and the Paul Bunyan Forest.

COLA, as you well know, is chartered to assist in fostering appropriate use of our lakes and
442 watersheds. As a group we are very concerned that the expansive system of trails being planned by the
DNR will have serious impact to wetlands, watersheds, wildlife, and lakeshore property, and will
seriously degrade our quality of life which we value so much here in Hubbard County.

We are writing this letter because of our apprehension that Hubbard County will become the

443 hub (ATV destination point) for a large ATV system. This use of our county lands and state forests
would surely decrease property values and change the quiet, relaxed beauty for which Hubbard County
is well known.

We strongly urge the County Commissioners to take a strong proactive position to protect our

444 environment and our quality of life, and reject the OHV/ATV connecting trail concept in Hubbard

County. There are already many miles of designated trails for use in the Paul Bunyan Forest and the
Two Inlets Area, and the destruction is evident and documented, including reckless destruction of
wetland and watershed areas.

445 It is the position of COLA that an ATV system in the Paul Bunyan State Forest remain East
445a of Spur 1 and within the Martineau Area where motorized activity already exists. This is already an
enormous section of the Paul Bunyan Forest. Any individual recreational group should be happy to
have this land area devoted to their use. Expanding the proportion of the Forest that is laced with OHV
trails will drive out other users of the Forest who also represent recreation, but without the noise and
environmental damage.

446 We are also adamantly opposed to the connecting trail concept. A connecting trail system will
turn Hubbard County and the Paul Bunyan Forest in to an ATV park. It allows ATV users much more
access to public lands than necessary at the expense of displacing other users and causing significant
destruction to the environment. A connecting trail system will provide inviting access to every piece
of public and private land in the County, and will result in all of our township roads, including the
ones to our homes, becoming ATV trails.

447 In summary, Hubbard County COLA believes that a connecting trail system will be a basis
for free range use of county land and state forest land, leading to wetland and watershed destruction.
Such a trail system gives too much access to individuals who have displayed careless disregard for the
environment and the quality of life of long-established County residents and taxpayers. Enforcement
447a and maintenance will be almost impossible to control given current funding and staffing of the DNR.
This will give ATV users more free range to ride and impact the environment. We believe that a
connecting trail system would destroy the ambience and reputation of Hubbard County that a majority

447b of residents enjoy, just to satisfy a small minority group. The destruction will affect wetlands and
minimum maintenance roads on a much larger scale. As we are all aware, the County’s and
447c Township’s road maintenance budgets are already slim, and cannot accommodate a significant

increase in the pace of required repairs that would follow high ATV use.
We ask for your serious deliberation on this issue and that you consider the long-range impact

447d on our County. The COLA Board and its lake association members would be happy to discuss this
issue with you and clearly will be strongly involved during the comment period for the DNR proposed
plan.

136. Groebner, Jim

I can't believe that the MN DNR would even consider a plan to allow a Technical' off road
448 truck trail through public land. The only word | can think of is 'OUTRAGEOUS'. This is simply a
new low for the MNDNR.
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The people that would be users of this trail have found plenty of places where they can
practice their 'skills'. | have personally seen them doing this kind of driving in places all over MN,
449 mostly tresspassing, places where they shouldn't be. They drive around signs stating 'No motorized
vehicles beyond this point', | have had them come up behind me while | was walking a trail in the
Superior NF, they are all over in CC Andrews SF, they rip up the stream bed in Whitewater WMA,
etc. They are everywhere ruining habitat, and I'm sick and tired of putting up with their CRAP!. |
don't see why the DNR should accommaodate them with yet another place to ruin the peace and quiet.

This so-called 'Park’ will not prevent these greasy-headed punks from continuing their illegal
activities on other lands. This proposal is not consistant with the mission of the MN DNR. This
should be left to a private enterprise. This kind of activity is not a legitimate ‘outdoor activity'
because of its destructiveness to the enviroment. It belongs on some private land in a gravel pit where
they can throw their beer cans and leave their mufflers laying around for the owner to clean up. |
hope | am making myself clear, | will oppose this proposal at every opportunity! I am a long-time user
of MN public lands. I'm just simply flabbergated that the DNR is even considering this.

450

137. Gunderson, Patricia

I am writing as a concerned citizen. | do not have an issue with ATV per se but | would like
there use restricted so that our parks/forests can still be a safe home for the wild life animals and for
the natural vegitation. Also, these parks/forests should provide a place for those who do not want to be
impacted by the noise and pollution of ATVs.

| appreciate the DNR keeping the Paul Bunyan South Unit ATV trail within the Martineau
OHM trail system. However, the forest roads and trails west of Spur One need to be closed to ATV
traffic, as recommended by the local evaluation team. The connecting trail that runs on the Beaver
Lakes, Teepee Lakes and Halvorsen trails should be closed to ATVs as well. It runs along the Gulch
Lakes wildlife management area and through the Game Refuge. Further, it connects the west trail
system to P.Bunyan and risks turning Hubbard County into an ATV park.

4X4 off-road trucks do not belong in public forests. The local team did not recommend these

454 trails.

138. Haarman, Janet

I want the new policy that will develop "Truck Technical Trails" in MN State Forests and
455 especially the Paul Bunyan State Forest to be Rescinded. | view the new policy as a reversal of the
2003 off-highway legislation. | do not agree with the special assistant to the DNR commissioner, that
this new policy change is a "clarification".

| think factory-equipped four-wheel drive trucks, SUVs and Jeeps should test their driving

456 skills in specially designed sites not in State Forests. | agree with Senator Carrie Ruud that the state
should purchase abandoned gravel pits, mining areas or other lands for off-highway vehicles.
139. Haas, Carole
As secretary of the League of Women Voters Bemidji Area and a member and participant of
the League of Women Voters Minnesota action network, | have been authorized by our President, Lois
Kruger, and board members to write a statement of support to the Department of Natural Resources for
the state of Minnesota to develop an environmentally sustainable and protective policy governing
OHV use on public lands in Minnesota and, particularly, for the forest lands in Beltrami and Hubbard
Counties.
457 In our view, the state of Minnesota needs to protect our state forests, particularly the Paul
- Bunyan State Forest by minimizing the impact of motorized vehicles that are allowed access to these
458 lands. We believe that "Mudder trucks" have no place on our public lands; we believe the owners
459 should provide private lands on which to operate their vehicles.. We believe all terrain vehicle use
_ should be restricted to designated trails that are "declared open" but posted for use at reasonable
460 speeds. These trails should not be placed so that sensitive wetlands would be destroyed. These trails
461 should not be placed so that the rights of Minnesota citizens who enjoy "quiet recreation" would be
462 abrogated. These trails should not put private property in jeopardy.
@ In addition, ethical behavior by OHV operators must be enforced by law. Trespassing,
destruction of forest lands, and harassing wildlife must be punishable offenses.
464 OHV use is offensive to many citizens because of the damage done to Minnesota's public and
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private lands by irresponsible and uncaring operators. It is common to see deeply gullied and rutted
roadsides and trails, and muddied and rutted wetlands and stream beds. These problems must be
addressed by the DNR as this destruction is unacceptable.

In order to educate and hold OHV operators accountable, the OHV manufacturers and owners
should contribute to funds that would provide money for education and enforcement. The OHV
companies and OHV users should provide money for these important functions since the state of
Minnesota, reportedly, because of severe budget constraints is not able to do so.

The members of the League of Women Voters of the Bemidji Area encourage you to "keep
an open mind" and take our concerns and the concerns of many Beltrami and Hubbard County citizens
about the many problems caused by the burgeoning proliferation and use of OHVs in our state. Please
work to find a solution that considers our interests and concerns and work to find a solution that
sustains and protects Beltrami and Hubbard County public lands, and public lands throughout the
state. Thank you for the opportunity for the LWVBA to express our concerns about this controversial
issue

468
469

470
471

472

473

140. Haas, Ed

My wife and | are members of the Mississippi Headwaters Audubon Society and the
Headwaters Canoe Club. We moved to northern Minnesota eight years ago because of the progressive
nature of the state and the wonderful opportunity to live in a relatively unspoiled, not over-populated
environment. We take care of our thirty acres of land trying to keep it healing from its previous use.
We enjoy quiet recreation such as bird watching, canoeing, and hiking. When we head out to enjoy
these activities on public land, we don't want to be bombarded by the roar of racing engines, to climb
over rutted, muddied paths, or to see damage to wetlands caused by flagrant abuse by the irresponsible
and destructive behavior of some OHV users.

We want to see a limit placed on the amount of designated trail miles that the DNR is
allocating for OHV riders. We want trails placed in areas where damage can be minimized, where
private property will not be trespassed upon, and where laws can and will be enforced.

Specifically, we want to see the Mississippi Headwaters Audubon Society's Neilson
Spearhead Center property, which is located in Hubbard County, protected. The Neilson Spearhead
Center is located on Spearhead Lake and is surrounded by county land. In looking at the proposed
map of OHV trails for that area, we see that those trails will take riders along the south and west
boundaries of the Neilson Spearhead Center property. Along with the MHAS Board, we are opposed
to allowing OHV users on those trails. Monitoring use on those trails is nearly impossible with
intrusion on to Neilson Spearhead property a great possibility.

We encourage the DNR planners to be FAIR in making decisions. Consider all interests:
campers, canoers, hikers, and bird watchers, as well as the OHV riders. Consider the health of the
environment and all life that depends on it, not just how much money can be made and spent in
Hubbard County.

474

141. Haidos, Chris

As an avid OHM user, | thought it appropriate to provide just a few comments regarding the
Martineau OHV trail system. | have had the opportunity to ride the Martineau trail system and I've
been very impressed. | understand it exists as a direct result of hard work on the part of many OHV
users, yet clearly the DNR's support is critical. Thanks for your continued support. While I recognize
the objections many have to OHV's, | feel it is important to provide opportunity to all outdoor
enthusiasts in a way that allows for education, and when necessary enforcement. Designiated trail
systems allow for this.

475

142. Halstenrud, Reid

With regard to the Forest Reclassification process, and with the deadline for comments fast
approaching, | wanted to speak up on behalf of the OHV/ATV community of registered trail users.

As a registered ATV owner, | enjoy being involved in local clubs, fundraisers and everything
that has to do with outdoor recreation. You see, many of us also support the many other outdoor
activities that involve state licensing with revenues that go into enforcement and education. For myself
alone in 2004 | purchased licenses or permits for fishing, hunting, snowmobiling, boating/canoeing
and BWCAW use.

Hubbard Response to Comments 45 17March,2006



OHV/ATYV registrations alone put more than $700K into the state system last year, so we
476 would like to be heard on the subject of closing OHV trails. | understand there are valid points to both
sides of this issue, but rather than close trails, please consider re-routes, bridges and culverts. | also
agree that existing corridors should be used.

143. Hansen, Bruce
I am writing this letter to oppose the proposed truck, ATV, and dirt-bike trails in the Paul

a7 Bunyan State Forest. Many years ago, the people of the State of Minnesota protected the biodiversity
of this area by making it a State Forrest. Although one of the functions of forest lands is to provide for
478 recreation, | do not believe this should be done at the expense of the biodiversity and soil erosion.

Most forest top soils are very thin and prone to erosion. There is also the chance of water pollution
from leaking oil or damage to the oil pan on off road vehicles. Minnesota is a large state with many
479 types of land from abandoned mines to delicate ferns. Would not land already developed such as
abandoned mines or land fills that are full and covered with earth be better suited to “test” the
toughness of these vehicles? These areas could be reclaimed in part by planting trees and making
obstacles on the “trails” through these areas. As the owner of Minnesota State Forest Lands, | would
480 prefer that trucks, ATV’s and dirt-bikes stay on the roads and off the “trails” through my State Forest
Lands.

144. Hansen, Gary

I am a deer hunter. | hunt in Zone 2 within the Paul Bunyan State Forest, and have done so
for many years.

I submit these comments from the perspective of a hunter who enjoys the hunting experience
for more than the trophy , although that is indeed an added benefit. | truly enjoy the quiet of nature
and the experience of being there with the wild and the wildlife. | do not want to either be bothered by
motorized noise during the hunting week, nor do | want to constantly see the destruction that is sure to
be caused to our outdoors with this type of recreation. 1 am relying on the DNR to put forward a plan
that is both balanced and manageable for the department to monitor and enforce with existing staff
resources. This type of recreation is known to have some of the outlaw element in participation and
482 many of the users may not understand the long-term damage that they are causing by going off trail, an
T enforcement plan is necessary.

As | see it the motorized trail system that is being proposed is far too extensive and does not
483 allow for areas that are off-limits either for the other users or for wildlife with their habitat needs. It
o appears from the maps that there is no place in the Paul Bunyan that is planned to be further from a
road or trail thana mile. | certainly hope that the final plan is not this fragmented. It is important for
484 the DNR to consider some type of segregation  zoning if you may that allows the forest user to
know in advance where they can go for each type of recreation. Those of us who prefer the quiet
type will have a place we can go for a quality experience. There should be no connector trails at this
485 time, with time and with responsible use additional trail miles and amenities can be added in future.
Keep the trails at a manageable level to start.

Remember that wildlife also have their needs, the constant noise throughout the year of

486 motors will disrupt normal feeding, breeding activities of many of our wildlife species. | request that
the DNR take the environmental and wildlife concerns into consideration before a final plan is
recommended. It does not appear as this has been done to date.

487 The 4-wheel drive truck challenge trail should not be in final plan. I ve seen the ugly

- challenge area that was created by the DNR in the Foothills State Forest and this type of activity

488 does not belong on our public forests.

489 There must be a comprehensive plan for enforcement of trespass and other laws.

- There must be a plan to mitigate and/or repair the damage to public and private property.

490 There should be no trails close to private property it is unfair to subject local landowners

near the forest to the constant noise and disruption as well as the loss of property values that this type
of trail will bring.

490a I am urging the DNR to re-think the plan that is being proposed and to reconsider the impacts
to local landowners, hunters and other quiet recreation folks, and the wildlife that is a key valuable
asset in this forest. | hope that | will not need to find happy hunting in other locations due to the
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over-reach of motorized trail planning.

145. Hanson, Clyde
Here are my comments on the Paul Bunyan State Forest OHV Plan. Please make them part
of the public record.

491 1. The general rule for vehicle use will change from open unless posted closed to closed unless
posted open. This is a very positive step.
492 2. About 421 miles of existing routes identified by the team will not be considered forest roads
nor designated recreational trails. This is a positive needed step in the plan.
493 3. Ask the Commissioner’s Office to get a second opinion from a disinterested respected
attorney. If the same opinion is rendered —
494 i. Ask that the Study specifically state and acknowledge the risk of less than desirable control of OHV
traffic due to the underlying laws
495 ii. Pledge to support the Commissioner’s Office in getting the law changed this legislative session.
4. The Study Team recommended that 4-wheel truck trails not be established in the Paul Bunyan
496 State Forest. This recommendation was approved by the DNR Northwest Division Regional
Management Team and approved by the OHV Policy Committee in St. Paul. The
Commissioner’s Office overruled this recommendation and ordered the Study Team to
include a truck trail in the forest. We believe the Study Team and the DNR Northwest
Division Team are much closer to the ground and brought more science to the issue than did
the Commissioner’s Office. Suggested Action:
a. Recommend the 4-wheel truck trail be struck from the plan.
497 b. Ask the Commissioner’s Office to re-examine other issues where the Study Team
498 was overruled by the Commissioner’s Office.
5. With the connector trails recommended, it is our fear that a totally unexpected level of ATV
traffic will develop in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. In season, we already constantly see
499 trailers and double deck trailers full of ATVs moving up state highways and county roads.
No unit of government has demonstrated that ATV traffic can be well-managed on public
land. We have not seen budgetary figures that show that a high level of ATV traffic can be
enforced in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. Suggested action:
a. Recommend the connector trails be dropped from the plan until we see what level of
500 traffic is generated in the forest with this plan. When the DNR and County
demonstrate they have the funds and where-with-all to manage the level of traffic
generated, then consider connector trails.
146. Hanson, Reva
i am sending this as i am very concerned with the traffic our forests and road ditches, etc. are
501 getting from the people on 4 wheel vehicles. have you seen how they uproot all our wildflowers in the
ditches? they won't come back. it also looks terrible. i know these people need places to ride so lets
give them some and lets get them off the state forest trails and road ditches. can't we designate some
502 trails just for them. like you do walking, snowmobile, and ski trails ? if we let it go as it is the forest
trails will look like some torn up mud bog. we need to protect our wild annimals , wildflowers and
forests.
147. Hardy, Brett
Thank you for your efforts in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. | live in Crow Wing County and
I ride OHM's. It is very hard to find any place to ride lately that has challenging single track trails and
503 is legal to ride. | think that the Paul Bunyan Forest and the Martineau trail system should be a model
for more State Forests.
504 I do think that it would be nice if we could look at some of the trails which have been marked

for closing and see if perhaps they could be kept open or maybe put into a rotation with other nearby
routes to alternate use each year to keep some variety in the area. Pehaps they have been chosen to be
closed because of a particular lowpoint or such which could be routed around? With so many forests
like Pillsbury being Closed and every other being Limited and containing few open trails, along with
the loss of most Potlatch land in the last two years, it is important to those of us who ride to protect
whatever opportunities remain open to us.
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148. Harkins, Kay
I wish to express my opinion on the damage to our forests that include the ATV and trucks. |
recall the photos in Star & Trib issue of 2-25-02. Please take the time to look at these photos. The

505 damage they do is unconscionable. The scientists have proved the damage to our wetlands and plant
destruction. These forests provide the wildlife their home, and we will destroy all their habitat. We
must now take responsibility and not allow this form of recreation that sacrifices our natural resources.

Please consider a new enlightened vision to limit their use in our precious forests. Protect the

506 land for future generations. Please establish a legacy now to protect programs that are essential for the
forests to survive. Please read Sigurd Olson: “Wilderness Meets a Deep Human Need.” It was
published January 14, 2002 page 11A in Star & Tribune. This article will inspire you to proceed with a
new vision. This is all about money. How sad. What would | expect but the recreation ATV, truck
companies to say? Please listen to your soul and protect our forests. Please read that article.

149. Haskins, Elaine
All OHV and ATV activity should be kept East of Spur one in the Paul Bunyan Forest. At

507 least make that area the testing zone to prove the facts that have already been shown in Cass County in
the Foothills forest. The whole or even majority of the Paul Bunyan should not be put at risk just
because you can.

508 | believe there is an unfair bias for OHV & ATV groups because they have the
network/money.

509 The Beaver Lakes Teepee Lakes, any and all lakes should not be in these designated areas.

510 Our surface water is sacred. DNR has proved how easily surface water can be made useless!

511 With such a large area there will never be enough funds to enforce the rules.

512 Those of use who are compromising so much already ask when is our opinions going to be
considered?

513 Obviously someone is getting paid by someone who wants to sell something. What else could
have such a great force to make the people in charge make such sever decisions that risk the forests.

514 Why do they have to destroy the forests? | don’t get it! Riding these machines doesn’t have to
be done in the woods! They are killing the natural environment! Why can’t they go some where that
don’t care if the area is a dirt hole!

150. Haug, Todd
| support recreational truck trails in the Paul Bunyan, the Paul Bunyan has had a long history

215 of off-road truck use, something the DNR is supposed to keep in mind when doing designations. |

5152 don't believe that trucks got enough trails in the Paul Bunyan, ATVs got 37 miles of trails and 35 miles
of minimum maintenance roads to be managed for recreational purposes, the DNR should be able to

516 find trucks more. Trucks should get more of the powerline trail, the DNR should work harder to do

= more mitigative measures to keep more of the powerline open to trucks.

517 The Wetlands Conservation Act allows for a limited amount of wetland impact, and the tiny

- wetlands between the hills on the powerline are self contained and do not drain out into the watershed.

517a The powerline is an already disturbed corridor anyway, and it will get continued traffic from utilities,

- fire prevention, and DNR, what better place to put trucks.

151. Headwaters Canoe Club
*OHV use threatens the quality of lakes and streams. OHV use in steam and lake beds is
widely publicized in OHV advertisements, OHV magazines, and OHV television programs. Even if

518 they are kept out of streams and wetlands, they have enormous potential to degrade steams and lakes
through erosion and deposition of sediment. The design of the machines and the tread patterns of their
tires ensure soil movement even when the operators attempt to use them in a conscientioius manner.

519 During our activities as stewards in the Adopt-A-River program, we have noticed appalling abuse of
canoe access sites such as Coffee Pot Landing by OHV users.

For this reason, the Headwaters Canoe Club requests:
520 1. No open routes within a half mile of the Mississippi and Schoolcraft Rivers.
% 2. No open routes within a quarter mile of a lake.

3. Limit OHV use to times or seasons when damage to soils in unlikely or limit routes to areas where
damage to soils is unlikely. Close routes if any noticeable soil movement or compaction results from
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OHV use.
4. Keep open routes away from wetlands, intermittent and perennial streams, natural heritage sites, or

524 other sensitive habitats.
*OHV use is disturbing to other forest users and to wildlife. The opportunity to view wildlife in their
524a native habitat is a primary draw for canoeists and other non-motorized forest recreationists. Zoning the
county for forest recreation is essential for protection of wildlife and other uses.
525 For this reason, the Headwaters Canoe Club requests:
526 1. Keep all OHV routes within the Martineau Trail footprint.
2. If routes are left open outside the Martineau Trail footprint, keep them at least a half mile from the
527 North Country Trail.
* Regulation of OHV use seems to be a difficult if not impossible task. The DNR does not apparently
have adequate staff or funding to maintain control of this activity. One might argue that the plan
actually is limiting existing routes, so the impacts should be expected to be lessened. However, after
528 final acceptance of an OHV plan and subsequent production of OHV route maps, significantly
increased OHYV activity should be expected.
529 For this reason, the Headwaters Canoe Club requests:
1. Start small and expand OHV opportunities if OHV use proves to be benign with respect to water
530 quality, wildlife habitat, forest plan communities, and other forest users.
2. Work for legislation that will eliminate the hunter/trapper exemption to cross-country travel. This
exemption makes OHV activity more difficult to regulate and makes OHV rules more difficult to
531 enforce.
*QOHYV use have proven to be a significant vector for the spread of non-native invasive species, such as
spotted knapweed. This problem constitutes a grave threat to the integrity of our forests.
532 For this reason, the Headwaters Canoe Club requests:
Limit the spread of invasive non-native species by closing routes in parts of the county where such
533 plants grow in county and township road ditches.
*OHV activity is relatively new to the landscape and the level of activity is increasing. Its potential
effects, therefore, are undocumented. No limit to OHV activity is specified in the plan. Nobody can
predict the level of increased activity that may result from establishing connector trails linking the Paul
Bunyan State Forest to rural taverns, communities and surrounding counties, but such trails are
expected to greatly increase OHV traffic.
534 For this reason, the Headwaters Canoe Club requests:
535 Eliminate connector trails from the Hubbard County OHV plan.
*ATV use on system roads disturbs the road bed, dislodging large rocks and creating mounds of loose
grave and sand that makes travel difficult with low clearance cars and trucks. Such road conditions can
effectively prohibit access to hiking trails, lakes and streams for other users.
536 For this reason, the Headwaters Canoe Club requests:
Work for legislation that would permit system roads to be open to highway-licensed vehicles but
537 closed to OHVs.
*Some areas should be restricted from all OHV use, year-round. Such a restriction in an area like the
proposed Gulch Lakes Recreation Area would create a refuge for people seeking solitude and wildlife,
alike. It could serve as a “control plot” to be compared to other areas at a later date to scientifically
measure the environmental impact of OHVs.
538 For this reason, the Headwaters Canoe Club requests:
Work for legislation that would permit some areas within a state forest to be classified as closed within
a state forest that generally had a limited classification.
152. Hedeen, Carter
My philosophy regarding public forest use includes:
A) Don’t degrade it.
B) Preserve it without degradation for future generations
C) Open forall
Nothing too unusual so far. The “open for all” concept should apply to anyone not degrading
the forest while enjoying it. However, just about anything we do in a forest can possibly be somehow
539 degrading, so public use of a forest, in terms of being degrading, is all a matter of degree. Applying
510 this to the present controversy | would ask that those making the final difficult decisions compare long

term negative impacts of recreational OHV use with that of hunters, trappers, hikers, birders, berry
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pickers and other “naturalist” types. There seems to be a rather large gap between the motorized and
non-motorized groups mentioned. Although the non-motorized group accesses the forest in a motor
vehicle, the vehicle is parked prior to engaging in other activities. The motorized group depends
almost completely on OHVs for their recreation, for as long as they are in the forest!
541 As far as I’m concerned, the public forests would be much better off without any OHV
incursion. However, being somewhat pragmatic, | don’t expect them to be totally banned any time
soon. Therefore, please know that | was rather pleased with the plan as proposed by the Hubbard
County and local MN DNR committee members charged with the daunting task of recommending the
extent of OHV use in Hubbard County forest lands and the Paul Bunyan and Badoura State Forests.
542 The proposed classification as “Limited,” the decision to decrease the miles of existing trails being
used by OHVs, and the general containment of the OHV trails in the east side of the Paul Bunyan were
all positive steps. But then when brought to St. Paul, it was essentially changed back to status quo,
except the “Limited” classification, and it lost almost all appeal to me.

Consider the problems with OHVs in forests: noise and its impact on other humans and
543 wildlife, trail degradation, little available law enforcement, upland vegetation destruction and soil
compaction, and wetland destruction (the latter two by renegade OHV users). With the above in mind
I make the following recommendations:
544 1) Confine OHV use to the Martineau Trail System footprint. That is one huge footprint!
This one step would mitigate conflicts between OHV and other forest user interests
tremendously.

545 2) Close that portion of the Martineau Trail System lying within the Paul Bunyan Wildlife
Refuge. An OHV trail in a wildlife refuge is an oxymoron!
546 3) Close the Beaver Lakes Trail to OHV use. It borders the proposed non-motorized

management area, and would encourage renegade OHV incursion into that area simply
by its proximity.

547 4) Eliminate the concept of connector trails leading into the Paul Bunyan State Forest.
These will only serve to increase the presence of OHVs and their negative impacts.
548 5) Close trails as soon as it is evident that irreparable damage is occurring, and don’t build

new trail to replace the damaged one. That seems to have happened more than once in
the Paul Bunyan State Forest in the past (A “damage them, so what, and forget them”

mentality).
549 6) Close trails where cross-country OHV riding is originating.
550 7) Keep OHV trails as far from the North Country National Scenic Trail as possible. Not

only is their noise unwelcomed by hikers, but also OHM and OHV travel on this trail, a
budding problem here and an obvious problem in the Chippewa National Forest at least.

551 8) Reject the proposed Truck Trail. There is too much recreational motorized use in the
Paul Bunyan State Forest and Hubbard County forests now.

552 a) Who is going to keep them off very wet trails? (I am aware of the spring Forest
System Road closures)

553 b) Many drivers of these vehicles will go slowly as promised, but who is going to keep
off the speeding tire spinning testosterone overdosed drivers hell bent on getting up
that hill?

554 c) If this proposal for a truck trail is adopted, close immediately any trail showing
irreparable damage.

555 9) Work to change the directive, whatever the source that states that All Forest System and

Minimum Maintenance Roads are open to all motorized vehicles. Allow closure of at
least Minimum Maintenance Roads to OHVs at the discretion of the Area Forestry
Supervisor, while allowing highway license vehicle travel. Think about the following. If
we knew, when the first OHV rolled off the assembly line, what we now know about
forest damage from OHV use, would the MN DNR and Hubbard County have chosen to
welcome OHVs into their forests? | doubt it! Short of a complete ban now, the least we
can do is to seriously restrict OHV use in these forests.

153. Hedeen, Flo

The basis for my comments lies in the following quote from H.B. Hutchinson, Bringing
Conservation into the Mainstream of American Thought, 1969.

“What we don’t know about the future is in fact more important in planning than
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what we do know. For this reason, resource management designs should contain a
large factor of safety. Moreover, resource planning should attempt to reserve a
maximum choice for future generations by postponing actions that need not be made
today.”

The Anishanaabe Ojibwe people say: “Live always for the Seventh Generation.”
“Social contracts” negotiated now as it pertains to the re-classification of forest land in
Hubbard County, including the Paul Bunyan State Forest, requires a cautious approach to
protect the interests of the generations that follow us.

My personal use of the forest has been limited to hiking and camping. | experience
with awe the wonders of nature in the quiet solitude afforded by large tracts of tree land. | am
also involved with the building and maintenance of the section of the North Country National
Scenic Trail (NCT) that goes through the Paul Bunyan State Forest and Hubbard County tax
forfeit lands. We use highway-licensed vehicles on forest roads to access remote trail-heads
and to work on trail related projects. Our Itasca Moraine Chapter of the North County Trail
Association has worked closely with the local Department of Natural Resources personnel to
avoid conflicts with the OHV trails already on the ground. As the Paul Bunyan State Forest
and Hubbard County lands are re-classified to “limited” | would ask that the following
problem areas be addressed to afford the greatest protection possible for the NCT.

1) Sec. 10-142-33: A dead end spur road that extends SSE from Refuge Road, crossing the NCT and
continuing into the SE quarter of the section provides OHV access to the entire section and will
facilitate traffic throughout the section.

2) NE ¥ Sec. 33 and NW ¥, Sec. 34-143-34: Pick one trail to remain open for OHV use in this

557 “bottleneck” on the east side of the Schoolcraft drainage basin.

= 3) Sec. 1 & 2-142-35: The plethora of spur roads coming into these sections from the Lake Alice

558 Forest Road will make routing the NCT difficult. In addition it will be difficult to restrict illegal

= (and legal) use of the NCT by motorized recreationalists.

4) The NCT, of necessity, has to cross the Martineau Trail four times between Hwy 64 and Waboose
Lake. If any of those OHV trails can be eliminated it would benefit the NCT greatly.

5) *“Challenge areas” by any other name (i.e. technical trails) are still challenge areas and have no

6 place in the forest-lands in Hubbard County being considered for re-classification. Recreational

= truck driving should be limited exclusively to forest roads, if at all.

In as much as there are no dollars left in the OHV dedicated accounts for enforcement and
maintenance, OHV trails should be limited to the Martineau Trail area, with no connecting trails.
When the proof is on the ground that recreational motor vehicles are being used responsibly,
consideration can be given for extending trails.

The plan currently being considered for designated trails is based on an interpretation of the
562 law that has forced a use that cannot be supported by the science of natural resource management. To
= open all roads to OHV traffic, simply because they are open to licensed vehicles for other purposes is
bad policy. | would expect the DNR to stand firmly in support of efforts to close this loophole in
current law.

For the 12-month period ending September 2004, the DNR reported that more than 3,000
563 tickets and warnings were issued for OHV use violations. This represents only a tiny fraction of actual
= lawbreakers. Violations must result in more than just tickets and monetary fines. Loss of vehicles
would serve as an actual deterrent.

Anyone touring the Foot Hills State Forest can attest to the devastating effects of OHVs
564 challenging a forest environment. Education and designated trails did not protect and preserve the
= forest-land for multiple uses. Please do everything possible to keep forest-lands in Hubbard County
from becoming yet another OHV park.
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154. Heikman, Joe
| support trails for recreational use by trucks in the Paul Bunyan. This forest has had a long

565 history of off road truck use. Not all ORV’s are mudder trucks, and mudder trucks are not the ones
566 who want trails. Minimum maintenance roads are not recreational. It is imperative that the DNR give
567 trucks trails. Less than nine miles is not acceptable. ATV’s got 37 trail miles and 35 miles of minimum

maintenance roads. Trucks have and can continue to share those same trails. The powerline area is an
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568 already disturbed area. The DNR should be willing to do more to try to keep more of this area open to
trucks.

155. Henry, Kenneth

As a OHM rider 1 vist the Paul Buyan Forest trail system several times a year. I'm
269 disappointed to see a reduction in the trail system for OHM. There are very few places in the state for
OHM use. The ATV trail system is already much more extensive then the OHM trail system , and
most ATV trail systems do not allow motorcycles on them. | would not like to see a reduction in miles
of OHM trails.
I would also like to see a primitive campground on the south side that would allow OHV travel in the
_ camp ground.

156. Hitchcock, Steve

I have a home in Akeley and use the Paul Bunyan State forest for recreation. It is great to see
271 the county and the state working together on this important issue. | have a suggestion. | would like to
see ATV trails that connect to each other and offer access to local towns like Akeley, Nevis, Laporte,
Lake George, Lake Alice, etc. | believe this will stimulate the economy of these towns and bring
much needed employment through restaurants, gas stations, etc. Would there be a possibility that
there will be inter-connecting walking trails and also more non-hunting recreational opportunties (ie
cross country ski trails) in the wildlife refuge? Looking at the map | can't tell where the wildlife
refuges are. | could sure use some more information.

157. Holder, Amanda

I am a member of the Minnesota 4 Wheel Drive Association who supports recreational truck
574 trails in the Paul Bunyan State Forest. Most members in our club wheel stock Geo Trackers and enjoy
scenic trails in the forest. The impact we create is less than logging vehicles and machinery. Please
keep truck trails open in Paul Bunyan!

158. Holland, Randy

I'm writing to express concerns over DNR plans for Hubbard County, as well as statewide,
275 with regard to expanding ATV usage. Anyone who has land along these trails, or through their
property, knows self-policing and education methods aren't working.(My family owns 400+ acres
south of Itasca State Park). And expanded access is the last thing that should be considered until the
current situation is controlled better to ensure ATVs don't do long-term environmental damage, as well
as not ruin the quality of life for those along these trails. | urge the DNR to stop pandering to ATV
interests, they don't have the state's citizens best interests at heart.

576

159. Holland, Ren #1

The DNR's role should be to PROTECT public land and support CONSERVATION policies,
o177 NOT sell out to private interests, self-se