
The Santa Fe Mountains Landscape 
Resiliency Project

Why the U.S. Forest Service must do an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) before starting this very large-scale and 
impactful tree cutting and prescribed burning project-- 

—An EIS is the right way to genuinely include the public in the project 
planning process. Anything less is excluding the public from their 
rightful participation in project planning. 

—An EIS requires the Forest Service to consider the effects of all the 
various parts of the large-scale project they propose to do together--to 
analyze cumulative impacts.

—An EIS requires the Forest Service to reduce or repair any damage 
to the forest or to the public caused by thinning and prescribed burn 
treatments—to mitigate adverse impacts.

Why the U.S. Forest Service/Fireshed Coalition needs to consider 
a much broader and more current range of research in their 
project planning process-- 

—A 2016 large scale study indicates that forest fuel treatments may 



not decrease fire risk and severity in Western forests, including 
Southwestern forests, and in fact can increase fire risk and severity. 
No local scientific research indicates that fuel treatments are 
efficacious in the cost/benefit analysis.

—According to a study done by the U.S. Forest Service, the 
probability that any fuel treatment in the forest will stop or reduce a fire 
is exceedingly low. Fuel treatments are mostly only effective during 
the time between approximately 2 and 10 years after the treatment is 
completed.

—Forest Service “thinning” projects have been too extreme, usually 
removing over 90% of trees in project areas.

—Forest Service fuel treatments have caused much environmental 
damage to our local Santa Fe National Forest—erosion, compaction 
of soils, wildlife habitat disrupted and destroyed, drying out of the 
forest floor by opening up the tree canopy, damage to trees that are 
not removed, and can promote bark beetle outbreaks. Removing large 
numbers of trees releases carbon sequestered by the trees and in 
soils, which contributes to drought and warming of the climate. These 
fuel treatments do not help create “healthy forests”, they create 
unhealthy forests.

—Jack Cohen, the Forest Service’s eminent researcher who studied 
how to protect homes in forest communities from fire, found that the 
important area to treat for protection of homes from fire is a 100 foot 
radius around homes. 

—Slash is often left in the forest for years after thinning projects are 
completed which is a severe fire hazard and promotes bark beetle 
outbreaks.

—The smoke from frequent prescribed burns to deal with thinning 
slash adversely impacts the health of many residents of forest 
communities and the public at large. 



Why severe thinning is not good for Eastside Santa Fe National 
Forest WUI communities--

—Eastside SFNF forest communities are upwind from the forest so 
fire is not very likely to spread down into our communities from the 
forest. Post-fire flooding risk is low in most Eastside forest 
communities.

—Trucks and heavy equipment should not go through communities to 
access the forest because it is a nuisance and a hazard to children 
and animals.

—Forest community residents and the general public should have an 
intact forest to walk, hike and recreate in and not see stumps, slash 
and a damaged and eroded forest floor.   

Santa Fe watershed above Black Canyon thinned in 2002. This is not 
a healthy forest.                          
                                                                   



                                                                   
                             


