


5. Establish National Environmental Policy Act categorical exclusions for fireshed management projects in 
and adjacent to Indian Country that mirror categorical exclusions that exist for federal lands outside 
Indian Country under the Healthy Forests Restoration Act and the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act. 

6. Receipts Retention under Good Neighbor Authority: An important and complementary provision in FOFA 
is the technical fix to the Good Neighbor Authority (GNA) that would allow Tribes to retain and reinvest 
receipts from forest restoration projects. This change would help fund ongoing and future work and 
support the development of sustained Tribal forestry programs.   

 

Question 2: 

Could you explain how the Fix Our Forests Act is complementary to the authorities provided in the FORESTS Act? 

Response: 

The Fix Our Forests Act (FOFA) and the FORESTS Act offer mutually reinforcing solutions to the wildfire and 
forest health crisis—FOFA enhances efficiency and process reform, while the FORESTS Act strengthens Tribal 
leadership and access to federal tools. 

• FOFA addresses procedural barriers by streamlining NEPA, ESA compliance, and other regulatory 
bottlenecks. It enables timelier implementation of critical restoration and fuels reduction work across 
priority landscapes. However, this authority needs to be expanded to Indian forest lands and treated as an 
equal to federal lands. 

• The FORESTS Act expands Tribal access and authority, enhancing the use of the Tribal Forest Protection 
Act (TFPA), enabling direct use of Good Neighbor Authority (GNA), and recognizing the value of 
Indigenous knowledge and cultural burning in federal forest stewardship. 

Together, these bills work in concert: 

1. A Tribal-led project under the FORESTS Act—such as through TFPA or GNA—could proceed more 
efficiently with the NEPA and ESA streamlining tools in FOFA. 

2. The FORESTS Act expands the nation’s capacity to address the National Wildfire Crisis that FOFA 
addresses.  Creating the nexus for Tribes to assist the federal agencies will significantly add to the overall 
capacity necessary to achieve success at the appropriate scope and scale. 

3. FOFA’s provision allowing Tribes to retain GNA project receipts would make these projects more 
sustainable and scalable over time.  The FORESTS Act creates the ability for Tribes to enter into revenue 
sharing agreements with local governments.  This provision is essential for long-term community health, 
forest health and wildfire management 

4. FOFA’s reforms also improve implementation of FORESTS Act goals by reducing delays that 
disproportionately affect smaller, under-resourced Tribal forestry programs. 
 

In addition, Cow Creek recommends that the FIRESHED Assessment process established in the FORESTS Act 
explicitly prioritize Tribal co-management projects, Tribal trust lands, and federal lands adjacent to reservations 
or culturally significant landscapes. These areas often face high wildfire risk and have urgent restoration needs 
but are historically underprioritized in federal resource allocations. 

In short, FOFA provides for regulatory certainty and agility, while the FORESTS Act provides governance 
authority—together they empower Tribes to lead in wildfire mitigation and forest restoration at the pace and 
scale the crisis demands. 

 




